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STRIKE 


Thatcher’s victory - 


workers’ defeat 


THATCHER’S “VICTORY” IN the 
Malvinas holds not a shred of bene- 
fit for the working class - British or 
Argentine. Indeed, for the British 
working class it is an unqualified 
and shameful defeat. 


The Argentine workers have made, 
and may yet make, important gains 
from their military oppressors’ inadvert- 


ant war with British imperialism. Galtieri’s 


involvement in war has allowed the 
Argentine workers’ movement a period 
of semi-legality, the ability to publish 
papers, demonstrate and mobilise for 
the discovery of the fate of the thous- 
ands of political prisoners who have 
“disappeared”. Argentina's struggle, ob- 
jectively a justified national! struggle 
against British imperisiism, wil! have 
weskened the pro-imperisiist forces in 
Agetin 


those who sought to hand over Argen- 
tine’s industries and resources to foreign 
owestoent heve suffered a major biow. 
Thowgh they werted to redouble the 
super-expioltetion of Argentina’s urban 
end cure! workers for the benefit of the 
BSriteh, US end European banks, they 
heve seen their links with their masters 
put under severe strain, though, of 
course, not severed. 


The possibilities for the overthrow 
of the junta, for an end to military rule, 
are better, not worse as the resutt of an 
open clash with Britain. 


th Britain the results of “‘victory’”’ 
for the working class are a hundred 
times worse. Its results are a simultan- 
eous strengthening of the ruling class 
and a weakening of the working class. 
Like all the most serious defeats, the 
working class suffers, this was self- 
inflicted. To be more precise, it was 
inflicted by disastrous leadership by 





WORKERS IN THE Health Ser- 
vice and on the railways are prepar- 
ed to do battle with the Tories 
over pay and jobs. A whole host 

of unions are formally committed 
to “‘Days of Action’ and even 
strike action against Tebbit’s law. 
What is at stake is whether the hat- 
red felt by thousands of workers 
for this government can be welded 
into a general struggle to defeat its 
pay-policy and its antéunion laws. 


Despite its special conference 
and much-publicised cheque- 
swapping, the TUC has given no 
lead. It is terrified of a showdown 
with the Tories that could get out 
of its control. It is terrified of a 
trial of strength that would threat- 
en its funds and security. So it 
offers up the pitiful spectacle of 


lacal ““‘Dave anf Actinn’”’ af leaflet 


willing or unknowing agents of the class 
enemy. In terms that some may claim 
are overworked and old-fashioned, but 
which remain none the less true, the 
British working class was BETRAYED 
by its leaders. 


Thatcher and her hard line faction 
within the Tory party, within the mili- 
tary hierarchy and within the ruling 
class in general have won a triple vic- 
tory. They have won a victory over the 
“moderate” Carrington wing of 
Thatcher’s own party. They have defeat- 
ed the Labour Party and the labour 
movement. They have even scored a 
victory over their “closest allies’’, the 
US and Common Market leaders. 


By 2 judicious alternation of fake 
negotiations and military escalation, 
Thatcher hed the initistive et every 
rer enc meade her rivels Gence to 

pec_tune. She turned the initial deb- 


effect by purging the ‘Carringtoaltes . 

@ job in which she was helped immeas- 
urably by the purbilind Labour front 
bench, who thought thet their orgy of 
chauvinism in the first Commons deb- 
ete would allow them to outfiank and 
even oust Thatcher. 


Having gained the support of “the 
House andthe Country” mem con for 
the sendisig of the Task Force, the 
Tory “wets”, the Labour Party and the 
SDP/Libera! alliance were all tied to 
the wheels of her war chariot. 


internationally, Thatcher used Brit- 
ain’s key position as go-between bet- 
ween the European and North Ameri- 
can impeérialist blocs. in \a fickle anti- 
American inclined EEC, America’s 
“staunchest ally’’ could, in the last 
analysis, call the shots against a US 
semi-colony. Reagan , Haig and Jean 
Kirkpatrick doubtless ground their 


' This feeble reply by the official lab- 


our movement to the Tory on- 
slaught| must make Tebbit feel con- 
fident] that he can press home his 
attack. 


Tebbit’s law will outlaw all sol- 
idarity action. Blacking will be ill- 
egal. It outlaws union action ag- 
ainst the use of non-union labour. 
It bans political strikes and all in- 
dustrial action in pursuit of inter- 
national solidarity. This law, tog 
ether with Prior’s Emplyment Act, 
constitute a legal noose around the 
neck of effective trade unionism. 
It shows that this government is a 
determined, class conscious enemy 
of the working class and its right 
to organise. Only decisive action on 
the part of our class can stop this 
government's assault. 
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Crack thugs trained by the British Army embark on the QE2. They were to be in the final attack on Porto Argentina / Port Stanley 


teeth as their plans to utilize Argen- 
tina as a Trojan horse for counter- 
revolution in Central America were put 
in jeopardy by their European “ally”. 
They may have quaked in their boots. 
at the prospect of setting all their care- 
fully installed and expensively nurtured 
juntas against them by openly aiding 
the British attack. But in the end, 
Thatcher simply had to say “No” to 
their US-sponsored compromises and 
call in Reagan to make good his sup- 
port for Security Council Resolution 


picket line, is a challenge to Tebbit, 
and the Tories know that. Mass 
pickets and industrial stoppages 
aren't simply the best means to 
back the health workers - they’‘re 
the means of building the forces to 
smash Tebbit now! 

Arthur Seargill has declared of 
action by NUM membesr in solid- 
arity with health workers: “If we 
rea in violation of the Tory govern- 
ment’s legislation then so be it.” 
Fine words. Miners and health wor- 
kers must hold him to them. The 
NUM machinery should be used to 
build up the campaign for strike 
action in-every pit. Scargill must 
turn his words into action, action 
that is consciously aimed at helping 
the health workers, and defeating 
Tebbit. 


It is vital to organise rank and 


en a ee lll 


502 which demanded an Argentine 
withdrawal. 

Thus Thatcher and the “Big: Def- 
ence” spending lobby in the Tory 
Party, the Army and Navy chiefs and 
their backers, have achieved a powerful 
and, for the moment, dominant posit- 
ion within the ruling class. Thatcher 
will now seek to gain from her victory 
the fruits of considerably increased 
defence spending, and a new hard-line 
trouble-shooter role for Britain through- 
out the semi-colonial world. Thatcher 


This means forming delegate action 
committees representing the organ- 
ised workers in every area. It is 
these committees that should coor- . 
dinate solidarity action with the 


health and railworkers. They should - 


ensure that militants from the health 
and rail speak in every plant. They 
should organise factory and shop 
meetings to explain and organise 
against Tebbit’s. law. 

Of course every union must.be 
committed to non-recognition of 
the laws and ‘non-compliance. with | 
any court that tries to implement 
them. But the workers’ movement 
cannot defeat Tebbit with resolu- 
tions. We must demand that the 
TUC immediately breaks of all neg: 
otiations and discussions with this 
hateful anti-working class govern- 
ment. Murray and Co should leave 
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. wants her big navy to police the imper- 


ialised world. ? 
Thatcher has been able to unleash a 
wave of chauvinist venom of a crudity 
that would have been laughed at the in 
‘60s or ‘70s. In this she was aided by 
the reptile press - The Sun, Express 
and Mail - and abetted by the more 
hypocritical and circumspect Mirror. 
Although it may appear tasteless to the 


CONTINUED ON PAGE 7P . 


Strike against Tebbit’s law! 


war on the Tory government. 
In every strike and on every 


» picket. line, militants must. bend 


their efforts to linking up their 
struggle with those of other wor- 
kers. The Tories’ attack is aimed 


~ at the whole class. Every striker 
* from every industry will. be affec- 
~. ted by Tebbit. We must respond by 


mobilising the whole of our class to 
smash these anti-uniion laws. 

In. this war with the Tories, the 
working class needs the weapons 
that can guarantee it unconditional 
victory over its enemy. Against 
Tebbit, against the Tory anti-union 
laws, we need a General Strike 
until the laws are wiped off the 
statute book. Solidarity! stoppages, 
mass pickets, must be seen as our 
means of launching our counter- 
offensive against the Tories and 
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THATCHER’S “WAR DRIVE” has long 
been the subject of left wing literary dis- 
cussion. In an area that no-one expected, 
and with a country with which the Tories 
had formerly been developing friendly re- 
lations, that “war drive’ suddenly became 
an awesome reality. 

The events of one weekend were sufficient to 
call forth the full fury of British imperialism. 
The seizure of the Malvinas by its rightful 
owners proved to be an unendurable siap in the 
fece for both British and world imperialism. 
Without hesitation, and with the blessing of the 
Labour Movement's traitorous leaders, Thatcher 
responded to that slap with an all out war. For 
the first time since Suez a British task force has 
joined battle on a scale vaster than anything 
seen in Britain's various “‘counter-insurgency”’ 
wers, from Aden to Ireland. 


The war in the South Atlantic demands a 
clear and unambiguous response from all those on 
the left who claim to be revolutionary. The task 
mow is to go beyond speculation towards an explan- 
ation of, and decisive opposition to, the war. 

The causes of the present war lie far deeper than 
the superficial and immediate factors that precipi- 
tated the actual fighting. Marxists recognise that 
wears arise out of contradictions and conflicts that 
have their roots in the social and economic fabric 
of the world order. 

The present world order is dominated and regu- 
lated by imperialism. We live in the imperialist 
epoch. What we mean by this is that developed cap- 
italism has gone beyond the stage of consolidating 
national economies and the corresponding national 
states. It has gone beyond the progressive role that 
it played in Europe and America in the nineteenth 
century. Having consolidated their national markets 
the major powers are driven to search out and dom- 
inate new sources of raw materials, new reservoirs of 
of cheap labour and new areas to which capital can 
be exported in order then to repatriate ever greater 
profits. Capitalism’s remorseless logic — to grasp 
after and accumulate profits — stands in contra- 
diction to the limitations imposed on it by its own 
national boundaries. It is forced to reach out be- 
yond them. In order to secure its profits as it ex- 
pands, imperialist capitalism is also forced to sub- 
jugate the nations whose markets, resources and 
workers it is exploiting. 


In its early phase of development, imperialism 
Sid this by direct conquest and colonia! rule. The 
British Empire was the classic form of early imp- 
erialism. The armies of the British state secured 
for the capitalist magnates direct rule over India, 
whole chunks of Africa, Asia, a myriad of islands 
in every ocean and, of course, the Malvinas. 

The convulsions of the twentieth century, two 
world wars and countless nationalist uprisings, have 
forced imperialism to modify the form of its ex- 
ploitation of the imperialised world., but not the 
content. 

Today, Britain has very few colonies that it 
rules directly. West Germany has none. Does this in 
any way mean that these countries have ceased to 
be imperialist ? Not at all. Britain, Germany and the 
other major imperialist powers, e.g. the USA, Japan, 
italy, France and Canada, have maintained their 
domination by economic means and by incorp- 
orating the national bourgeoisies of the imperial- 
ised countries into their world system through org- 
anisations like the UN and the IMF. The aid given 
by imperialism to Mugabe’s newly established 
Zimbabwe is but the latest example of this process. 





THE WAR IN the South Atlantic threatens 
to wreak havoc with the Trotskyist Inter- 
national Liason Committee (TILC), which 
was formed in December 1979. 

its largest grouping - the Workers Socialist 
League - is now the major sponsor of the paper 
“Socialist Organiser’, and has refused to take a pos 
ition in support of Argentina against Britain. 

But at least two other sections, the Italian LOR 
and theAmerican Revolutionary Workers League 
(RWL), have. declared their support for Argentina 
in its war with British imperialism. 

In the May 1982 issue of their paper, the LOR 
carried the following statement of position on the 
war: “By unmasking the pseudo anti-impreialist 
demagogy and rhetoric of the Argentine junta, Trot- 
skyists are able to avoid every ambiguity by what- 
ever means, and openly affirm unconditional support 
to Argentina against England, but naturally from the 
point of view of the proletariat’’ (“Polttica Operaia”’ 
May 1982. Our translation and emphasis). 

The TILC is not meant to be, as yet, a demo- 
cratic centralist organisation. It set itself the task of 
becoming one ‘‘within two years” (Declaration of 
Intent, April 1980). However, the voting system of 
the TILC guarantees a built-in majority for the Brit: 
ish WSL over all the other groupings combined! As 
a consequence the position of the TILC on That- 
cher’s imperialist war is defeatist on both sides. 





It is the contradictions lodged within thes imp- 
erialist world order thet produce wers. Merxists 
are clear that the imperialist epoch, in wrech cap- 
italism has completed its historical role and become 
entirely reactionary, is an epoch of wers — end of 
revolution. From what we heve seid the eassons 
should be clear. The drive by imperialist powers to 
dominate the world is carried out as @ competitive 
race. There is no honour among thieves. They will 
happily cut each other's throats in the drive for 
profits. 


An early example of imperialism’s ugly wisege 
was the scramble for Africa in the 1880's and 90's. 
The foundations of European and American cap- 
italism were laid on the backs of sleves from thet 
continent. In the late nineteenth century, England, 
Germany, Belgium, Holland and Portugel went 
further and set about enslaving whole territories 
within the continent. This did not only mean 
violence against the indigenous peoples. it also 
stored up the potential for violence Detween the 
rival imperialist brigands. The events leeding up to 
the First World War revealed this potential. The 
clearest example was the Morocco Crisis of 1911 
over control of North West Africa. This pitted 
Germany against England and France both of whom 
were concerned at Germany’s rise to industrial 
strength and her ensuing colonial appetites. The 
avoidance of a military clash at this time merely 
postponed the inevitable conflict. Economic comp- 
etition and the drive for plunder lined the imper- 
ialist powers up against one another and in 1914 
the first major inter-imperialist war broke out. 

The working class of Europe paid dearly for that 
war in its own blood. 

These years of carnage revealed, however, that 
wear did not depend on the policies of govern- 
ments. War could not be prevented by mere 
changes of policy. Of course war could be offset 
by peaceful policies and attempts at cooperation. 
However, this could only have a temporary 
effect. So long as imperialism exists then so too 
does the drive towards war. 

Only twenty one years after the governments of 
the disfigured European continent had signed the 
Versailles ‘‘peace”’ treaty, the conflict between 
Germen imperialism and Angio-F rench imperialism, 
between two robbers in different political dis- 
guises, erupted once again, drawing all the imp- 
erialist powers into World War II. 

In the aftermath of that war, the rise to world 
dominance of the USA and the strengthening of 
the degenerated workers’ state, the USSR, offset 
the inter-imperialist rivalries. Under US hegemony, 
imperialism presented a united front against the 
USSR. This imperialist united front, which aspires 
to sustain itself through the eventual reopening of 
the workers’ states to imperialist designs, is strate 
gically set on a course for war with the USSR. Yet 
this does not mean that the inter-imperialist con- 
flicts have disappeared. The strains in the Western 
Alliance, the conflicts within the EEC and the 
occasional trade wars with Japan, all indicate that 
although the rivalries have muted they are still a 
feature of the imperialist world order. If a united 
imperialism were to be victorious against the Soviet 
Union it would only foreshadow new and ever more 
violent rivalries over the division and redivision of 
its reactionary conquests. 


TLLC. SPLITS OVER W. 


It is hardly suprising that the TILC groupings 
outside Britain should adopt a position of support 
for Argentina. The majority of groupings on the 
international left which claim to be Trotskyist have 
also taken stands supporting Argentina in the war. 
It is only in Britain where “‘war fever” and anti- 
Argentine chauvinism is strongest that many groups 
have taken a “defeatist on both sides’’ position. 
But it remains to be seen whether the TILC sec- 
tions who have taken a principled position on this 
question have either the will or the ability to 
counteract the British WSL and the national pres- 
sures which have led it to take an opportunist line 
on this question. 


The founding document of the TILC, “The 
Transitional Programme in Today’s Class Struggle”’ 
was largely a restatement of principles a document 
of timeless truisms which provided no basis as a 
guide to action for a revolutionary tendency. We 
said in a letter to the TILC: ““ We think 
that there is a real danger in your position 
of building an international tendency on the basis 
of agreed principles, while differences over (nat- 
ional) tactics are either covered over or not seen 
as important. Of course this was the method of 
the International Committee and the OCRFI,and 
in both cases it led to federalism and splits” 
(Letter to TILC/WSL July 18th 1980). 
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Lenin 


Imperialism means war. Its:crisis-ridden nature 
and its instability mean that wars will break out 
sporadically, as has the present war with Argentina. 
It also means that such wars signify worse to come. 
The present war should serve to remind the com- 
placent that the threat of world war, thirty seven 
years after the last one, looms once again. This 
time humanity's very existence is at stake. 

In conflicts between imperialist powers the 
position of revolutionary Marxism was made clear 
by Lenin in 1914. He had to fight the majority of 
international Social Democracy (the Second Inter- 
national) who had stampeded into support for the 
imperialist bloodletting in the name of “defence 
of the Fatherland’. Against this position, Lenin 
argued for revolutionary defeatism, “ A revol- 
utionary class cannot but wish for the defeat of its 

in a reactionary war, and cannot fail to 
see that the latter's military reverses must precip- 
itate its overthrow. Only a bourgeois who believes 
that a war started by governments must necessarily 
end as a war between governments, and wants it to 
end as such, can regard as ‘ridiculous’ and ‘absurd’ 
the idea that socialists of ALL belligerent countries 
should express their wish that ALL their ‘own’ 
governments should be defeated. On the contrary, 
it is a statement of this kind that would be in 
keeping with the innermost thoughts of every class 
conscious worker , and he is in line with our act- 
ivities for the conversion of the imperialist war into 
a civil war.”’ (Socialism and War) 

For Lenin it was not enough to say that the 
workers wanted an end to the war. It was necessary 
to add that the workers themselves, through their 
opposition to ‘their’ government in the war, would 
bring about peace by revolutionary means, up to 
and including civil war. 

Every victory for an imperialist power streng- 
thens it. It strengthens its ability to oppress its own 
working class and the workers of other countries. It 
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The war against Argentina has sharply high- 
lighted this specific inadequacy that lies at the very 
heart of the TILC’s founding document. As we 
have made clear, the WSL’s line on the war has 
thrown overboard a whole series of positions trad- 
itionally held by revolutionary communists - the 
attitude to imperialist wars, to settler populations 
and self-determination, and to the very nature of 
Lenin’s theory of imperialism as applied to modern 
semi-colonies like Argentina. 

To these questions the founding document of 
the TILC provides no guide but only anodyne gen- 
eralities. Hence it could serve as the basis of formal 
unity between disparate tendencies but not as a 
guide to action in the sharp test of war. 

We are not saying that there will never be opp- 
osed positions within an international tendency, or 
that an adequate programmatic document will pro- 
vide “answers” to every eventuality of the inter- 
national class struggle. But a difference on such a 
question as whether one is for or against the def- 
eat of Argentina, reveals deep programmatic differ- 
ences - on imperialism and the national question 
for example. 

A simple choice faces the non-British sections 
of the TILC in its first serious test in the inter- 
national class struggle. Either they will succeed in 
correctly resolving and accounting for the errors of 
the TILC in this war, or these errors will be system- 
atised and compounded. &@ 
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COMMUNISM AND THE 
TEST OF WAR 


weakens and demoralises the working class. Defeats, 
on the other hand, demoralise it, weakening its gov- 
ernment at home and abroad. This is to be welcomed 
and should be furthered by the workers who should 
fight intransigently for their own interests even in 
war time. 

This does not mean that,.in an imperialist war, 
revolutionaries favour a victory of a foreign imp- 
erialist. That is to miss the essence of Lenin's pol- 
icy. Trotsky explained what Lenin meant, 
“‘Unscrupulous enemies have tried to interpret this 
to mean that Lenin supposedly approved collabor- 
ation with foreign imperialism in order to defeat 
dongestic reaction. In fact, what he was talking about 
about was a Parallel struggle by the workers of each 
country against their own imperialism, as their 
primary and most immediate enemy.” (Lenin and 

ror © oF RO 

The slogan, “The Main Enemy is at Home” is 
entirely applicable for an inter-imperialist war. It 
does not mean that, ‘my enemy’s enemy is my 
friend’’, merely that it is not the principal enemy. 
It is the principal enemy that has to be fought 
and that means organising to defeat it by revol- 
utionary means. 

At the heart of this position is a complete re- 
jection of patriotism in the imperialist countries. 
Patriotism implies that there is a national unity, a 
common cause of the bosses and the workers. This 
is a falsehood. The only thing that the workers of 
an imperialist country have in common with their 
bosses is geographical proximity. Patriotism, in 
these circumstances, precisely means saying that 
the bosses, and workers, of another country are 
the main enemy. The implications of patriotism 
are that, for the course of the war, differences with 
one’s own bgsses should be set aside. This is why 
the ‘social patriots’ in the Labour Party entered co- 
alition governments during two world wars — to 
unite the nation. The workers’ interests were sac-  __ 
rificed — Labour bitterly attacked miners who went 
went on strike over pay in the Second World War 
on the grounds that they were sabotaging the war 
effort. 

In fact, patriotism means defending British 
imperialism’s “right’’ to exercise political and finan- 
cial dominance over other countries. As Lenin 
argued, “Social chauvinism (i.e. patriotism in the 
ranks of the workers’ movement —WP) which is, in 
effect, defence of the privileges, the advantages, the 
right to plunder and pillage, of one’s ‘own’ (or any) 
imperialist bourgeoisie, is the utter betrayal of all 
socialist convictions.” (Socialism and War) 

Concretely, a rejection of patriotism and the call 
for defeatism in an imperialist country, like Britain, 
ina war, would mean no political support at all for 
the government waging the war. Communist MP’s 
would denounce the war in Parliament, vote against 
the government and against granting it a penny for 
the defence of imperialism. It would also mean 
building warking class action against the war — by 
blacking military supplies, calling demonstrations 
and strikes against the war, agitation amongst the 
troops-‘against the war and against the privileges and 
rights of their officers. 

Of-course, the cry that rings out when such 
slogans are raised is that we are betraying “our 
boys”’ who are fighting. The wretched and reformist 


“Militant’s stand on the Malvinas conflict gives this 


refrain, a refrain more familiar from the mouths of 
Healey and Callaghan, a “Marxist’’ colouration. “Our 
boys” become “workers in uniform’: “‘The LPYS 
(controlled by Militant - WP) recognises that rank 
and file members of the armed forces are ‘workers 

in uniform’ ” (Militant 16/4/82). 
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The logic of this position was made perfectly 
clear at a Labour Party meeting in London when a’ 
supporter of Workers Power moved a resolution 
calling on the Parliamentary Labour Party to oppose 
any wer credits to the government. A Militant 
supporter countered this with the pro-imperialist 
argument thet to vote against credits would leave 
the “workers in uniform” defenceless. Such ela- 
borate logic is designed for one purpose alone — 
to justify Militant’s refusal to oppose the war. 
What they oppose is simply the Tories’ prosecution 
of the wer. They make their battle cry the call 
for a general election, without saying whether or 
not a Labour government so elected should imm- 
ediately and unconditionally end the fighting,“ In 
Britain we demand a general election and the 
coming to power of a Labour government on a 
socialist programme as a means of appealing to 
Argentine workers.” (Militant 21/5/82) 

Lenin‘’s stogan “turn the imperialist war into a 
civil war’ is rendered more profound by the 
Militant’s cry — turn the imperialist war by Britain 
into a vote winning issue for Labour! 


It was an easy jump for Militant, therefore, into 
the camp of the right wing of the Labour move- 
ment. Denownetrrg Benn and Hart for their calls for 
the withdrewel of the fleet, the Militant praises 
the chauvinist stand taken by the National Union 
of Seamen “Despite their hatred of Thatcher the 
majority of workers have felt a sense of solidarity 
and sympathy for ‘our boys’ at war... The support 
for the war and the hatred for Thatcher both came 
out, for example, at the annual conference of the 
National Union of Seamen where delegates over- 
whelmingly supported the Task Force, but, at the 
same time, gave loud applause to general secretary 
Jim Slater when he delivered a stinging rebuke to 
Thatcher.” (Militant 28.5.82) 

Slater’s anti-Tory demagogy was a handy smoke- 
screen for his rabid chauvinism — and the Militant 
portray this as a more honourable stance than that 
taken by people calling for the withdrawal of the 
fleet. Militant may not explicitly support the wer. 
They have yet to prove themselves to be uncon- 
ditionally against it. 

Their shameful excuse about defending “‘workers 


in uniform” is only that — an excuse for chauvinism. 


Let’s be clear , the British Army is NOT a con- 
script army, is not made up of ‘workers in uniform’. 
Of course, young men are recruited from_ the 
working class, driven to become professional 

killers by a capitalism that can offer them no use- 
ful work and would pauperise them if they stayed 
on the dole. However, once in the professional army 
army, these young workers are inculcated with a 
discipline and ideology that is absolutely pro- 
imperialist. Their actions are necessarily pro- 
imperialist in every wer they fight. We are in favour 
of agitation to try to Dbrask them from their weys 
of thowght. We ere for freternisstion to win them 
to the side of the workers. This cannot be done 

by conceding thet the British Army is simply « 





done by breaking up that army, destabilising it 
through trade unionisation of the renks and the 
formation of soldiers’ committees. However, even 
with the formation of such bodies, as long as the 
political contro! of the army lies with the capitalist 
state, we will always and absolutely oppose the 
military use of that army by imperialism. To do 
otherwise would be to concede that the imperialist 
wer can be justified from a working class stand- 
point. it cannot. 

The “our boys” argument and the “workers in 
uniform” argument are, therefore, patriotic de- 
ceptions. They can only weaken working class opp- 
osition to the war and strengthen its imperialist 
prosecutors. 

The peoples of the imperialised world have not 
been simply passive spectators of the brazen acts of 
robbery perpetrated against their countries by the 
Great Powers. 

Resistance to imperialist domination has been a 
major source of war in the twentieth century. As - 
Marxists we do not, in any way, equate such wars— 
always objectively anti-imperialist when fought 
against an imperialist power— with inter-imperialist 
conflicts. The war waged between Vietnam and the 
USA, or between the forces struggling for a united, 
independent Ireland against Britain, are wars waged 
against imperialist domination itself. 


The present world order of exploitation and 
oppression is a product of the plunder of the worid 
by the institutions of imperialism. Massive profits 
are drained from the exploited states by the domin- 
ant imperialist states. A chain of military bases and 
murderous client dictatorships underwrite this sys- 
tem with the threat and reality of armed force. The 
working class in the imperialist countries has a 
common interest with the peoples of the imperial- 
ised world in destroying the imperialist order that 
is its exploiter too. Therefore whenever the forces 
of the oppressed take up arms against imperialism, 
Marxists in the imperialist countries do not simply 
declare that ‘““The main enemy is at home”. In the 
Vietnamese and Irish wars, for example, they had 
to declare that those fighting “our class enemy” - 
the National Liberation Front or the IRA - were in 
fact ‘‘our allies’, were waging a struggle against 
imperialism which we support. “The main enemy is 
at home” - yes, but also “‘Our allies are those who 
fight them’’! 

The ultimate source of all that is reacticnary in 
the present world order is the imperialist system 
itself. Only its destruction can pave the way to a 
new world system founded on the international 
solidarity of the working class and oppressed masses. 
Only its destruction will destroy the material and 
military base of the vicious military dictatorships 
that, as a rule, turn the imperialised countries into 
prison camps to facilitate imperialist plunder. 
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Because imperialism is the basis of the present 
world order, Marxists therefore have no hesitation 
in supporting wars against imperialist powers waged 
by oppressed peoples. We place no conditions on 
thet support. As a rule those struggles are led, at 
least in their initial stages, by forces who have no 
intention of establishing the world order that revol- 
utionary Marxists advocate. Petit bourgeoise netion- 
alists, Stalinists and clerical nationalists have al! 
proved capable of inflicting blows against imperiel- 
ism without being able to destroy the beast itseff. 

In such struggles, therefore, revolutionary Merxists 
organise to ensure that the working class and pees- 
ants - with their own independent organisations and 
revolutionary party - fight for leadership in the 
struggle against imperialism. wie 

We are not uncritical and passive supporters of 
the leaders of anti-imperialist wars. But we sey thet 
the task of overthrowing reactionary leaders in the 
camp of the oppressed and exploited is a task of 
the oppressed and exploited themselves not of the 
armies of imperialism. Therefore we do not meke 
the overthrow of such leaders a condition of our 
full support for the war against imperialism. We 
unite with such leaders and fully participate im the 
war - but with our own slogans and organisations. 
Defeat for imperialism is our prime and driving 
objective in an armed clash between the armies of 
an imperialist and imperialised state. By pleying « 
full role in such a struggle the communists can win 
the confidence and leadership of all the toilers, and 
carry through the struggle to the socialist 
revolution. 

What is at stake in the war over the Malvines? 
The military government of a dependent semi-colony 
has struck out to seize a British colony off the 
Latin-American coast. It does so not because it 
itself is anti-imperialist, but because the mass of 
Argentines historically see the existence of the Brit- 
ish colony as an affront to their national rights. The 
ailing junta hoped to repair its tattered image and 
recoup the initiative at home, which it wes losing in 
the face of intensifying working class opposition to 
its rule. It hoped that its loyal services to Haig and 
Reagan would insure it against imperialist attack and 
enable it to pose as a victor against imperialism, to 
the dependent and imperialised Argentine people. 
This is the contorted and contradictory rsed thet led 
an agent of imperialism to strike a blow at imperial- 
ism itself. 

Reactionary forces being driven into conflict 
with imperialism is not a new phenomenon. In Tur- 
key in the early 1920s, Kemal Attaturk, the butcher 
of the Armenian people, found himself at the head 
of a national revolution, and in a bitter proxy con- 
flict with British imperialism, then using its Greek 
pawn. In China, Chiang Kai Shek, a murderer of 
workers and communists, led a nationalist struggle 
against the Japanese, a struggle communists were 
duty bound to support. The motives of these men 
in waging their wers did not matter one jot to 
Marxists in enswerng the cardinal question - “Whose 
Sceinthewer?~” — 
war, no 
causes or pretexts of that war, or the political char- 
acter of the regimes fighting that war. We do not 
think thet Chiang Kai Shek was any better than 
Galtieri. Both men were (and are) enemies of their 
own working class and it was the task of the Chin- 
ese working class,ris the task for the Argentine wor- 


Socialist Organiser fails the test 


The Marxist position on war is, in all truth, a 
difficult one to argue inside the labour movement. 
Britain’s imperialist past has poisoned the ranks of 
the movement with a heavy dose of social chauvin- 
ism. To argue for Britain’s defeat at this stage of 
of the conflict will earn revolutionists ferocious hos- 
tility from the reformists within the working class. 
To argue, as a revolutionist has to, for the victory 
of Argentina has led to WORKERS POWER being 
harassed on demonstrations and in labour movement 
bodies by the reformists. They have not stopped 
short at threatening the use of the police against us. 
This pressure is inevitable in the early period of a 
war. It has to be resisted. Ability to resist it depends 
entirely on the programmatic coherence and correct- 
ness of our arguments and our willingness to put 
forward these arguments in the Labour Party and 
the trade unions. 


Centrists, those on the left who are revolutionary 
only in words, who vacillate between reform and 
revolution, those who will not fight for a consistent 
if unpopular, position for fear of splitting with 
their reformist friends, are incapable of resisting 
such pressure. They inevitably bow to it. Their 
“Marxism” is skin deep, and bears only a passing 
relevance to their practice. Classically centrist in 
the present conflict are the positions put forward 
by the disparate and shaky alliance 
of forces grouped around the newspaper “Socialist 
Organiser’’. 


From the start of the conflict, Socialist Organ- 
iser has set course for a position safely in the camp 
of Labour's peace-lobby. As we explained in the 
May issue of our paper, they tried first of all to 
ignore, or to deliberately obscure, the fact that 
Argentina is a dependent semi-colony. Throughout 
April, Socialist Organiser refused to recognise that 
Argentina was imperialised. This made life simple, 
because clutching at the 1,800 Falkland Islanders’ 
supposed “‘right to self-determination”, they could 
declare a plague on Britain and Argentina, telling 
them both to get their military machines away from 
the Falklands. 


As May proceeded however, Socialist Organiser 
became less clear about the nature of Argentina, 
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of “workers in uniform” leads them both to accept chauvin- re ooceconiitl 
ism during war-time, and to fail to realise that the armed forces 
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hands and pious declama- & 
tions of “bring back the © 
fleet’’ cannot change 
. anything. Marxists in the 
3 labour movement try to 
* False the level of under- 
re a the advanced 
ers and the worki 
Class as a whole. ot 
€ argument is put for- 
ward that ‘it is all is well 
- to talk about a genefal elec- 
tion and the election of a 
abour government, com- 
mitted to socialist policies, 
but we must do something 
practical and immediate 
now.” But what is practical 
/ about deceiving workers in- # 
_to believing that there is any # 
quick way out of ‘stopping # 
the war’ or ‘bringing backs 
., the fleet’? Ask how it cag? 
~ f% be done and there is ong 


ae, . 
S ‘ 















A eettetatee en 


need to be smashed. As to bringing back the fleet - WORKERS possess the power - by mass demon- 
strations and opposition which shake the Tories’ confidence in having “the nation” behind them, 
‘ and by strike action in those industries which supply the armed forces. 


king class, to settle accounts with these butchers. 

. But both men found themselves leading their semi- 
colonial countries into wars with imperialist powers - 
China in the 1930s, Argentina today. 

“Who fired the first shot? ” ‘‘What were their 
motives?’ “Was the war a diversion from domestic 
difficulties?’ These are the questions that preoccupy 
the muddleheads and m-sraiists of the reformist and 
the centrist left. They tell us nothing about the 
actual nature of the war now being fought. Is it an 
act of imperialist aggression by Britain against a non- 
imperialist power? Will a defeat for Argentina 
strengthen the international working class and 
weaken world imperialism and its order, or is the 
opposite the case? These are the real questions to 
be confronted. Regardless of Gaitierf s motives, we 
are clear that a victory for Argentina in this war 
would weaken imperialism. That is decisive. It 
enables us to say without hesitation that on Argen- 
tine’s side, this is a just wer. Zinoviev, the Russien 
communist jesder, spelt this out in 1916: 








defence. Imperialist wars against colonial peoples 
are unjust wars of aggression”. 

This is the criterion we must use in the present 
wer. 
The position to be adopted by those who claim 
to stand in the tradition of revolutionary Marxism 


though no less un-Marxist in the attitude it adopted 
to Argentina’s war. The May 6th Socialist Organiser 
offered “our support to the Argentine workers for 
a genuine anti-imperialist struggle against the banks 
and the multinationals - and against Galtieri”. Does 
this mean that Argentina is imperialised? Martin 
Thomas at the end of May tried to resolve the issue 
when he revealed with dazzling insight that 
“Argentina is not an imperialist big power like 
Britain’ (SO 27/5/82) Magnificent! But unfort- 
unately he didn’t see fit to unveil any more of his 
wisdom. Is it then a /itt/e imperialist power? Or not 
imperialist at all? It has taken Socialist Organiser 
over two months to tie themselves in ever more 
intricate knots on this question. And they still have 
not come up with an unambiguous answer. 
Whatever the nature of Argentina - a little 


_ imperialism that can wage an anti-imperialist 


struggle, perhaps - it isn’t really a problem for Soc- 
ialist Organiser. Under pressure from the Internat- 
ional Workers League (who sent SO statements of 
their position for publication), and, perhaps, the 
voices of their own collaborators in Italy and the 
USA, Socialist Organiser had to concede that it was 
theoretically feasible that Argentina could wage 
anti-imperialist struggles and Britain could wage 
imperialist wars, even from the Falklands. But 
Socialist Organiser insisted that this was not the 
character of the war that was actually taking place 
over the Malvinas. 


Britain’s armed response was explained by the 
election-conscious Socialist Organiser as a ‘‘war to 
save the face and the prestige of Thatcher’ (SO 
6/5/82) - doubtless from the forward march of the 
left of the British Labour Party. Imperialism’s eye 
for mineral resources in the area could be discoun- 
ted as a motive: “‘developing the oilfields »f the 
South Atlantic is a task for decades, and can hardly 
be guaranteed by Britain these days through sending 
(13/5/82). 

It is conceded that Britain might use the Falk- 
lands as a military base against anti-imperialist 
struggles...one day! “It is of course possible to imag 
ine circumstances where an attack on these imperial- 
ist interests in Argentina - through expropriations 
and the repudiation of debts to Western bankers - 


precisely because Britain an 


would seem simple enough. We support any blow 
that weakens our mortal enemy - imperialism and 
its ability to police and exploit the world. Imper- 
ialism without the Malvinas would be weakened to 
the extent that its direct access to a military base 
‘rom which to police Latin America and to prospect 
‘or mineral wealth would have been limited or 
surtailed. 

it is because this:is what was at stake that That- 
cher sent the fleet, and Reagan, Schimdt and Mit- 
terand gave her their blessing. They all knew that a 
victory for Gaitieri would have signalled to the 
peoples of the imperialised world that their jailer 
and exploiter was growing weaker, that the property 
and investments of imperialism were ripe for seizure. 

A defeat for Britain would therefore be a blow 
for the oppressed against imperialism. That is why we 
have called for Britain’s defeat. However, on the 
bettlefields of the Malvinas and in the waters of 
the South Atle itic, defeat for Britain must meen 





imperialist powers, because we are not experiencing 
a re-run in miniature of the inter-imperialist wers 
that have ravaged the globe this century, but e 
highly contredictory, but none=‘teless real. wer of 
an imperialisea’ nation against imperialism. 





might conceivably have triggered off a military res 
ponse from Britain or the USA, in the course of 
which there might have been an attempt by the 
imperialists to use the Falklands as a base for their 
operations” (6/5/82). 

But don’t worry, Reg Race or Tony Benn, this 
is only idle musing on the part of Socialist Organiser. 
Thatcher's war is about saving her prestige! It is 
about boosting the flagging fortunes of Margaret 
Thatcher’s Tory Party, not about imperialism at all! 
The Argentine junta, for its part is not waging an 
anti-imperialist struggle. Only if Britain shot first 
from her island base in the Malvinas, against a regime 
that was expropriating imperialist assets would our 
Socialist Organiser “Marxists” consider it defensible 
for the Argentine army to seize the islands. Given 
that no-one was expropriating stocks in Argentina. 
Given that Britain was minding its own business in 
South Atlantic, and 1800 kelpers were doing no one 
any harm in settling a base that “‘could’’ be used to 
wage imperialist aggression, given all these things, it 
is Ga/tieri who has disturbed the peace and thrown 
a “red herring’ into relations between Britain and 
Argentina. Because, after all, the Falklands “were 
not an outpost for British domination of Argentina’ 
(SO 6/5/82). 

if Britain had been using the Falklands to direct 
imperialist operations, then Socialist Organiser 
declares that “In such a situation, plainly an Argen- 
tine invasion of the Faiklands would have been part 
and parcel of a genuine anti-imperialist struggle, 
and would have to be defended” (6/5/82). But 
nothing of the sort had happened! The Argentine 
junta fired the first shot, thankfully allowing 
Socialist Organiser to slip off into social pacifism: 
“But instead the whole invasion has been a red 
herring designed purely and simply to divert the 
Argentine workers away from their mounting mass 
struggles against the junta” (6/5/82). 

This position explains the war in terms of That- 
cher’s and Galtieri’s policies. |t ignores the rapa- 
cious logic that compels imperialism to strive for 
domination. It ignores the contradictions that 
wrack national bourgeoisies in the imperialised 
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THE BRITISH ATTACK on the Malwinas-Falk- 
lend islands is an act of umitigated imperiablst 
eggretiion against Argentina. This war is being 
fought to defend British land US) finance capit- 
a i economic domination over Argentina itself, 
it in being fought ta defend Britain's control 
ever the natural resources on and around the i 
lends, ond over the potential wealth of Antaret- 
ica. Thatcher has gone to war to defand a vital 
military bade for imperialign in the defence of its 
workd-wide interests. 

The perersis, acdinirnis and hard posed man of the 
Ceey wart Thetcher's Task Foros to demonstrate in Ar- 
ae bined that no third world country can threat 

om the interests of imperial is ary part of the 
gates, That ip why the blood stained Peegaen admin 
erates ond the wulere of Europeen eperialism have 
beached tha murderous ecranture of Mergeret Thatcher. 
Whar in at tke os enperistiom's ability to police ard 

Tike wer has bit wp with | flesh of gunfire, the 
aesole political terrain of British society. The Exettiogss 
Tory Seck-benchert, the gung-ho admirals and the hy 
Gece! ‘Sun’ newpaper have proved to be tha vaice of 
Ghee bayrpecsia determined to defend it interests ira 
crm: They are not feugheéds meergineliaed Grariks, Tha 
etene Tory eegotaatiors ond the | thera? and Latour 
Seeceniia hee either fallen silany, changed thetir tune 
@ Grooped into hetobess mutterings. 

The Labour party's right wing leadership have res- 
eorded fo [he wer ina predicratile fashion, Healey, 
Seore, Silkin and Foot few constituted lhernaéees a 
tt latkeit Mcenenet's very Can war-pearty. They rray 
eeweiricste more than the 7 ones, Gut they afe me lees 
SEY TO Guapo avery military oction outhorwed by 
Tetcher of Admiral Woodward omae it fae taker: plate, 
i office there ih linthe doawbt that they would outhoris 
Gest ection themeetres, The leadership of the Labo 
Party had long been, and remains, 3 guardian of Britain's 
aetiorl, imperialist, injeraat, Their commitment to In. 
feeretional working class unity expressed in theatre mene 
Geratep of tha Second |Socudi! tnrernatsonal, is a 


dacmrethe® nélc mote reel and operative princes. Ir- 
chee this eer fins the Latin American Oureau of ihe 
Second Imurnational supperting Argentina's caam to 
the Melvins, evhide Foot hee denounced that claim: 
“There ia ino queetion bn tha Faliclare istonds of ary cot 
The followers of the Sociaiat Internatbonal, as happ 
ened in 1974-18, fled! thermeied ananies of each other 
Of Sete sides of eo gheoting war. Foot end Heale, 
hove, Oy Their ecthen, confinmed that the Latour Party 
ia party for the bos. Anyone with lingemng doubts 
on ihe score should ponder tha toll ieplicathore of 
Micwel Faot'i eech on April Ind. Without 4 thought 
for the interests of British or furgentinian workers he 
placed the Labour Party at Thateher’’ deaposed ard 
goaded her into teking ‘action’: 
“We are pormanently concarned, like | and sure the 
bulk of the Hou... about what we can do to protect 
those who reghth and meturally look to us for protact- 
lon. So tar they howe bean betrayed The ragpounibility 
for the betreysl rests with the Gorernmant. The Gov 
ernment must now prove by daods—they will newer be 
able to do ft by words—thet they are not responsible 
for the betrayal and cannot be faced with that charge.” 
(Hansard Vol 7) No D2), 


Thatcher obliged by sending the task force bvo days 
later. Slnce then, Geaplte occasional auaineés at the 
thought of the fleet being used, Foot and Healey have 
food Oy Theale inital gsappges foe Che Giger pera E 
On their behalf Labour Weekly explained: 

The lagic of sanding the taek force wea thet ite vary 
frength would be enough to bring an Argentina with- 
dreaal trom tha Falklands aed got the Junta te pelgpar: 
~ Pa lay Bt). 
But when that fasled the other logic of sending tha tak 
force, whieh was mace clase by Thatcher from the very 
egnming, became clear—it attackod the fAalvines, anc 
Foot and Hoalry supported it 

Denn Healey, the mon whe has apparently taken 
over from Foot a: the lacing public mokeaman for 
Lahouron thie tee, hes, in the time honoured fashion, 
dressed up this imperialist acwenture as a noble couse: 
"The cade at take in the Falklands—human rights, 








olf determination, reviviance to aggression and suppert 
for the Unrted Avetions Charter ore good and worthy. 
They ara the onby ceuees for whieh any Labour Gevern- 
ment would erer ask, curt people ho risk Eheir livag.™ 
(Labour Weekly 2ith May EZ), 

Hesle,: oddied that without the task force: 

“Deriooney andl ation would have logt our voice in 
tha work.” 

Portes Healey cen eeplain how the sinking of the 
‘Genera! Balgemng’—an eet he has refused to condemn 
Wwhhen was 200 miles gee from the reared! tank force 
aidace veel, wee @ blow for democracy end socialemy 
Thi wHnton Memgery by the-eptiy peared huntercifer 
dba Ghee thet the fleet in in the South Atlantic 
dfan anieery of eeperisiien and agent of desth. Wood- 
wad and hit coacie dew met Hoted for thelr corme=t: 
mat 6 cermocrmcy, let some socilesm, 

Heoley i other ‘cau ot ptake in the confiect are, 
sillarty, sebtertiges, The see found coecern for 
human raphe qld be cremered against Labor's 
mesord in otto Durkg the 197Ds one third of Argeri- 
tina's military ieppie carmae feo Britain. Between 
Bie and 1370. pecker Late LIE eeports to Argeer 
tire, douse) — fron millions warth to £128 million. 
Mog: of the gepeerte eeere the grueeand ariay of gure 
and amimucitice that the Junta needed to repress the 
Argentina work cl Lebour's support far the 
Jurts wee green during im bioodlest years. That is why 
we think that the claim by bourgeois trash, like Healey 
and Silkin, to mappert Uhe amack on the Malvinas in the 
intercet of anpekeosing feeceem are ehamoeil lige 


The call for eel? cetermingtion are) resietece to 
aggression Go fot ind up to serious examination. Selt 
Geterrination @ 2 princiole that the lobour leadership 
have risloee! “Sur page's Huns’ to supprasa, many tles 
in mary couvbries. On television Healey t-oaeted shoul 
Lobowr's cole i Borneo in putting dawn o nateonalst 
reba ion. Mere meaty Labour authorised them use ot 
troop: in Aden and Ireland to kill and Gru télis® people 
who weretere feghting far the right to eelf detarminat- 
lon. A: for nesistance te aggression Healey must be ask- 
ed to explain why Labour tully supported American 
erection in Viewer arid vakiy if weed Thousands of 


poleoe to etteck demonstrator protesting in Britain ower . 
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that aggression. In pent of tact maither af these prin 
Caples Aly in the Miglvines. eeeley hes invoked them 
05 COTE RNT Oxeine TO hiatily Ale, and Faot's, servile 
Rupr for an imperialist weer agesirst ag Aupstart' 
nation. 

The ond position on which Headey has been oonsist- 
ant is thet caren for a major rale for the UAL Lintike 
the Jetts who dress this damand up aa gn allernetive to 
Wir, Haale Geary’ recognibet if a a means of securing 
a favourable qutcoamees fram the war, He declared in 
Parlomient orm Migry 20th: 

“Wie would insist that any now military getions euist else 


ha deeignad to crete the possbalite of more frulittul 


Pay) mole | fbrarcad aa cri 








THE OVERWHELMING MAJORIT ¥ of the 
Latour left hat lined wp behind Foot and Healey 
throughout the Malvinas rials. The Tribune 


ol et of Py |: a 
mater ~ HH Only 3 after cevED Weeks, Sih parilare 
eetery debates and hundreds of deaths, did 33 
Lasour MPs have tha elementary courage to wote 
@geenet Thatcher's imperialist outrape—and their 
eummier included noted rightist: like Faulds, 
Dal yall Absa! 

Apelogivis from the ranks of the pro-Benn left 
feew been quick to point to contingent rassons for 
Ther failure to orginies eflectivaly againe! Che war. 
Pep Gece excused his own impotence ihus: 





“The batt, having fost control of the Notional Executive, 


Geet mot ude Che Party mechioary to win seppert tar 
Gemorstrations and acteon aygeicit the governchent.” 
(Labour Heraid 7th Aiay 82), London Labour Briefing 
bhemed tha Labour Letts failure ta mobilise Hignificant 
eben agaens the wer on the local aheeteon Gampaigen: 
“Beceuse of the council elections, few constituency 
gertim bee the oppartunity to meet and eendatrin the 
eume@eaort of Labour's front bench for this imperialist 
oat, But pow the elections ara oui of the way, We ec 
Patently exmect » flood of resolutions demanding that 
the fieet be recalled and calling om thea Labour leadar: 
wip fo Shandon ifs chauwvinis’ and omperislist ance. 
Lier TSE). 


ie Abeer fMenhaaes | 


Bann 





LEFT: FO 


Thee excuses reveal a great deat. If Race a sayling 
that the lett needs ta control the NEC before it can 
mpbiliie ageing? ther war then he is admitting to the 
chronic wea of the betes suport in thie lice ies. 
about the war and instead centring on Gapturing the 
NEC But thee tact i¢ thet if Benn, Race, Hert anita 
had put cut repested calls for action, had ieriaualy 
imGted to motslise, dad repeatedly voted agqairat 
8 government's ever gans from cay ane of tha Task 
Force's diipstch then the ative mayva©ment would be 


far stronger. Qin the labour maawemeant could have been 


nved the cerrvernlising wew! of chauvinist poisan thar 
had Geen uniesihed upon it 


ds for Labour Briefing’s argument—if the Labour 
Party had mode the war threat an issue in the focal ol- 
iotn—inetaed oT rushing it under the carpet—than 
The @ection 2tmpeigns themselves could hava beeorne a 


fdeus far anti-war work. instead tha ‘laf’ Geuncil chaer- 


ber cretine want to get on with getting elected first, and 
then opoose tha warll 


Acomading Ta Latur Weekly, a mere 100 reecutions 


coOreerniag The war have been sent to the WE in tas 
months of criss. OF these only halt aipported tha call 
Fora return of the Meet, Time and momentum have 
been lot, They will both be difficutt to make up not 


wethstanding Griefingsoelated call te turh frord aection- 


Baring To Dividing On anthHwds mowerment. 


Aut the weakness of the ‘lefts’ i not the result of 
these contingent factors. The truth is thet thoy are mp 
match for Foot and Thatcher becauaa they thare the 
bate Surin on which the murderous ahenture 
has Deen justified by the warmongers. They share the 
objects of the Thatcher ard Pym. They object only 
to the means being adogoted to achieve thase enck, 


Ceepite their emotional appeeis to internatboenalism 
at heart (hey derive (heir stamp nt from thete can 
purely national wewpoint They constantly fear. to 
‘divide the matian, ta injure tha national! inteeset or bea 
080 to oppo ‘our fey’ ated “our Boys’. Speaking in 
Trafalgar Square on Mey 23rd Benn attempted ta turn 
BAriotic support for ‘our’ trogpa again! Thatcher and 
Pym: 

'“Thow whe gigak out for peeoe are celled traitors by 
miniiiers whe eed arms to the fascist punta, to kill our 
mean inthe Falklands now.” 


They ghare the view of Foot and Healey that there 
isa Wwe! @ Britigh eétion, within which the wortords, 
the press chieis and the mass of the working clas can 
have a common laterest, This means they are powerless 
In the toce of the petrictiom spewed fram the arass. 
They denounce patriatic ‘mecgss’, as ‘jingoiam' bul are 
unde oO challenge the furdamertal assumption of the 
PAtn ote poaon, keewever it is oresented. 

Beneath the verbiagn the letts dittarencas with F.ger 
and Theiocher are over means, mot @ack, gee TaETiC€ Nol 
strategy. They haw Congestanty argues) thal the use of 
hnot wads Premature ard thet thers vere alternative 


res Jala for forcing the Aurgentinians to relinquish 


Lhetr clair to the fdlalvinas. Tihe lett howe peer héddar 
Thise 


(Wategek | 


Chris Quavies 
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ard flags. The (ier ful cor ave eapely taken ue Oy One fap-dogs of Feet Stree, ad ave only fweiting 
fo com wath both olistontion and casarie to fog ie ea, 


They Fane Dean at peng to expres the urneninmety 
between thames, Foot aac Thatcher in condemning 
Argentina's justified seizure of the Malvindt. Benn argu 
af in the debate im Parliament as tate as April 2h: 
Tee realety @ thal there it unanenily ia rie Ao on 
the Quastion of opposing the agresion of the Junta. 
There ig alas ureinienity on the sight of self dofonos 
against aggression." Our engbasisl. 

Gevin Strang, who resigned over the Labour Front 
Bench’s suppart far Lhe irnaaion arquad: 

“The tea! tha resist the agression by the fast junta a 
mot in digpute™ Here we have to leading “anti-esar’ 
spakeanen voicing dupport for “resietrica’ oF “sal f 
defence —whleh ain only moan war at rove stage. 
Countless simelar staternent: paper Tribune ond tha 
apeaches of tee betes. Yithat is rewealed by thie 1 that 
they appa the war hoe, rot fram a pesition of firm 
princ) pes but beeause other options have not yet feaen 
tried, But once you sappdr Britain's right to maintain 
S colony of Latin America ard desy Argentina's rigttt 
to defeat British nperialisre and its plans to exploit 
the military one rrinerad potential of the ragion ther 
whet le ngur ree! cl ferenee with Thatcher ane Foot? 


The lefts hewe E4tethered and blasted stout the need for 


negotiation rather than military cantrontation. Wht 
They Tall eo unceestend @ thet war ane negotiation are 


fat alterna iewes Or opeosites, War @ the continuation of 


the policy af negotiqteon by vialemt means. Thatcher, 
Holey, Pym and Foot all koicey that. Having failed to 
pirtode Orgentina out of the Malvinns, are subseque 
niby having foiled bo neekHishe Argeriting out with the 


backing of the armed Task Poroe they have gone to wor 


ree GPaaerieee cat. 


What would happen when, of if, The Argeniiniane 
pehuied to ledve the Wlatvirds 28 a rest of negotiation: 
What would Labour's anitieaor inbby ao then? Wouk? 
whey conceis debe? To do so woukd Ge to concede 
fhe impotemes of ther can imperalism--an imperial- 
iam that they are the to by pirdineel, but nonetheless 
real threacs—ideology, joba, lifestyle. More likoly in th 
long tarm these heros ard herolnas of padce would 
‘atuctantly march the working cass into war, justityl 
jf aS a crusade aginst facia and tying the worker 
to the intere’! of the class enemy. This contradiction 
lit ot the Weert of tho lefts positions. 


The only consistent Gesis for opposing Thatcher's 
acyvanhure lb to oppo pot and branch Britain's right 
ta decide the fate of the Falklands anc this must mean 
RUPP Argentina's reght to prevent Britin deter- 
mining the future of the Malvinas. The moabous fecil 
Kinnock is, for once, right when the argues: 

“TF people leelieve that the aggression ib emportani | 
Whe the boft of say they do—-edy) than they eannat 
aenpe tha reeagnitlan thot force & Reeser to give 
meaning To Generic dnd chi waomatic pracsure ageenst 
B fascest state” (Tribune 28th May 1682). 

The daft eafarmists hooe—ae they doin all situate: 
of conflict al Rewrie ard internationally, that negotis'- 
[cari and bargaining will me hare their desired ence. 
Their resin ariphasis has been on settling via 
the Wrlted Nations whieh the eft inwokes ae if it 
ware @ benevolent fairy godmother, quaracteelag hone 
dealing, harmony ond justice. But een if phe United 
Nations did correapand ta the fantasies of the beft we 
would still have to ineat on one prinsipie against them- 







ia tite tee niienapmnnen oer gainer ncn nea rn 
| preremicea Besoes ache ae Seater arate ee oe poabbneaeboaeasne at poaioaaes soon 
naa aaa elation Nuuce Snakkr cate Bhatia ser ahi Whaat Ceara a 





egatiagtins that we have hod till nee,” 

Melony 5 Street On negotiators nefiect hia concern for 
Seiniainny imperialiet mabity in the aftermath of the 
ger. in oortecuies Hesley ere! the Labour Jescdenhip 
fy an ipporunt role as mouthpieces of American po 
end commend in the Britiah nuling class. Ariwrbca, 
gy ratthed by the imeasct that the war ig heaving 
yn ite reactionary pier for Contra! ene) South Armiarion 
aes the need fora megoterted, Hopefully amecdbie 
x urthon. It cgniens that thie will have to be achieved 
ter its imperialest ally has trounced Aingenting, Then 
md anhy then, cn equilithrium be restored via imperial- 
e's equivalent of ACAS, the United Naticns. Holey 
Be rolisbie agent for and preescutor of thes bine. He is 
feel known Athanticwt in the Labour Party. He supp 
wis the pro-Pentagon Latour Committee hor T riceet- 
arth Understanding—racantly given a £32,000 hand 
entiby NATO. Thes strategy for peace by @ LIN eettle 
Sent, bs nothing pore then a otis way of neameariing 
he impersiist order of things throughout the world, 

The tact a that the UN has no rote within the pres- 
Aygentina's. They are Latin Amerionn isiencds, stolen 
fom Argentina and held since, by British emperialiam 
8 calls for UN irc, or earninntretion obucuira 
in beshc treth. Thee i whet Hagley and Pom ere et 
wins to deny. They cannot scompt Argentina's claim os 
tia challange to imperialiem. They are worried, herw- 
eer, about the potentially cimatrcus effects thet the 
wer could hanes to covers!) enperiglat mebélity. Hence 
fer amphasis on the UN—the “fairest meera by which 
hey can dary the justified national cisima of Argentina 
"SOT (rtigiier ofeamion wilh the UN—he mestiored 
tC thvelve Lemes in one short intesoew on Weekend 
Yorid— a dinperate and sickening attempt bye 
ihe mongrel” 69 cisguise the Sect that he has becorne 
me of the dogs of war! 

The eaderhip of the Labour Party are eilllag anc 
ager to weve the Saco Internedional a bhoodstained 
enner of soctel cheuvinesm in support of Thatcher's 
ar. They fewe Geclared tharnmtve in fawdur of eweey 
NCO Se Tae Prete takk, hionoe hat wnidertaken. They 
ove cifuséd (Oo press to 6 Yote thee cen feeble damand 
ora UA settlement, fearing that thinwoukd underning 
ational unity. They have dengunedd the 33 MPa who 
re prepared to vote eqeirat Thatcher. Foot, with tha 
mile approve! of Thatcher and Heeley, sacked three 
rong leech spokesmen who voted gqminst the inwasicr. 

In ehort Foot and Healey, by legitimnising the veer 
ove aa erell, hegetimmeed the Thatcher Government 
he enormous boost in popularity far the Tories chee- 
(ried Doi. A MOR LEconomit poll har roveslacd 
































incase support hor thes Tories erongest ekilled PTial 
Wal witkers and young voters—both iections of society 
that hove been hit in many rapecta by the Torte pot 


aces, Sith polls dre not entirely black propaganda, They 


do refiact the fact thet Labour's mugger? forthe Tock 
over ihe key ise of war, hos strengthened the overall 
position of the Tories, Well done Foot and Healey! 
Mot only awe you betn uneide fo mount an opposition 
co the Thetcher Government, you have also helped 
build ow ord alector lly crcl prepa of guppert for 
thet Government, 

Of courses Hesiey and Foot will’ cairn that they had 
mo choice en the matter. The wer mised the question of 
tha maional inert aod, 64 @yvays, Labour puts Lhe 
hatin before the concerms of the workeng class: Ag 
Healey put it: 

“Wie wanted Uhe task force to be sent because the Brit- 
iA pAemment—and nation—had to megotioto with o 
Wickes and violent regina" {Labour Woakly 2Bth 
May 82|. 

The ‘nation’ asd govérnment are really equated, But 
this ‘nation’ includes health workers currently being 
fought by this “government”. 11 iicludes: over 4 miliiae 
Peodte whose dnenploy ment banefits are aboue to be 
SUG cert 1 & Wicious fax by this gerternment. It includes 
ower Trillian trade unionists whose rights to defend 
themeehes ora about to be remowed by thia gowirnment. 
Ao Me CIA agent Healey this government is mot our 
government. Ths nation if nat our nation, in peace a 
in war Theat mation is owned lack Hack 4nd beams by 
Chee beorsee dnd bankers. 

The crises has saan the mort nakedly aggressive fac 
on of the British ruling class rise to dominance, They 
haere Thed the Tory wets to their chanot whoels, But 
more of this would have Goan possible without The orev 
en Hapa that the Latour leaders have gvento Thatch 
find Pym. The bedraggied phoce-monger’ Foot, «a fig 
lire Goth ludicrous and repuilsiva, has edorsel every 
@ction of the Tory hawie and “the right hongurble 
ledy' in the Parliamentary debates. He hos clucked In- 








affeciuelly aout the United Nations, pleaded for more peel y 


information and, whence: Thatcher hes said no, o6- 
quietced in ard Gupported the Tories acticna, 
The beahvlour of the Latour faders shows thet the 
Fight wingers who lead the iahaur erovernent—Hesley, 
Foot, Callaghan, MoCluskey—will betray the warming 


Class movenent into the hands of the class enemy at all 
onucial junctures, In fact these man ere mot. the reght 


wing of “Gur movement’, they aire the ‘lett wing" of the 
Chia enemy. They ore agents of the bossas, finsncien 
and generols—hleod of the blood and bone of the bone 
of tha Tory-Liberal-3O0P servants of capital. © 
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Bierin ore this rest of the etewar Laleourtte: propose 


Oriel smctions at a magne of achieving Thatcher's 
ago! briaging down Galtier and forcing the Britah 
poomupetion of the Falken Gslnde. It is pathetic 
pahifal thinking for Socialist Orgoniser to clarm in one 
f their lnoramennghy frequant whitewashed of Beri thet, 
hee he et taloen up tha call for economic minctions 
pocislist Organiser wo 85), Barin has woken up to tha 
pct thet Argentiné its dependent country in heck to 
he Grmpecialist banks to the ture of £12 bilian, mich 
fiwviweh if owes to Britain, Bonn and the lett realise 
hat debt repayments of £5 billion & year—armounting 
2 a0 of Argentinas ArT Eerninge—reen That The 
onic could cripple Argentina by calling im these debts. 
hut Bann apgued on May 20th in Pariiamant: 

We should step « up the einctions on Argentina. Fin- 
scial and sconamit fiecliens combined with the tran 
fer of tho islands toa UN responmbdity will slimor 
ertuiniy bring Galtier] down." 

Bonn the great civiliser rstionalioes hie vertion of 
ngw@riallet pressure by suggesting that it will bring 
can “fascen’. Dost Bann eriqualy think thar if lene 
ernie topples Galtier it will doso in order to usher 
18 Workers perscisa, The banks, a¢ Turkey shoved, 
All protect thetr interets Byeinet Tha weerkors Oy what 
wer means they can. They 4ré no ally of the Anpertin- 
mwerking Guess, Cnby that class, not a grand alliance 
f Benn and the banks, can Dring down Galtier! and 
exlnce him with workere nie, 

This 4 pot the position of Benn and Abse alone, li 
Liivecs ted by the new “Infantile tettlet’ Tribune as 
m= i dedared age y: 

The Argentinian rogime is pecan} wulnerable to 
Sanmcmic pregure.”” (7th May B2—oar eenphasia), 
Sculiarty imporialised! And for the left, aocording to 
Hibyne the teak ie bo reaagert nner ialiat deamination 
mt mot by fb hoodshed 1) Littl wonder then thet the 

ite have, so tar, mobilised pitifully small ond strangely 
eadley forces behind them on thet Sunday deman- 
Petions. The lefts ideologies inéoherence has meant 
het they have, of mecauity, been indeciuive and aor- 
gererl. 


| The right hawg certainly dithered Gut they have 
gen united in their suppert for the advarvtinre a it cear- 


fopec. The Intt hava dithered ane been divided. Trotsky 


fmicribed thid feature of the left in 13926 bn terre thal 
culd be aecurataly applied to bann, Tribune and thalr 
Steers focdy: 

The party continugs to be led by extreme right wing- 
ft This is explained oy the fact that the pany ean 
i POst rected! th Various lef ventures, but is bound ta 
ave 2 goneralised system of politics. Tha heft wingers 
ave 0G syle, their vary nature primenis this, The 
ight wingers have a sytem: they have behind thom 
mtition, sayerignes, routine, ed most bmpariaat ol 
if, bourgaols society ag whold i thiekcing for thom 
ind thragts ceedy made decisions under thems rede 
WecDonald has only te trandate Balchvin'’s or Lioyd 


SPIE Re ET ATT TY The 
a age: fe eelter eres Geapete the feat tel the 


ars cornea Frew thet achat cohesion and § 

troen their \eaclohianl chapeleeineen™ 
Whether you ore for itor aqeinat it it by ita wary 

Mur war Gamands clan anc Dracin: ampere, The 


[aims 


lott were Geode, in echvence, from giving such snewers. 


Or ell the key wwe, (hereforg, there has been confus- 
iOn—ene that confusion has obatructed the bulking of 
an antisvor movant 

Tha bnetial reipecee of many on the left wes to 
Dame the incompetence of the Torie—Labour, thoy 
crowed, handled colonial attains better than the Tories. 
Valera pathos camgeigner Finenk Allsun won obviously 
dptresed that warships had not been sent oerly enough 
when het stbo im Parliaenent: 


“The Tory gowarnment got ue im this eee Mf they had 
acted weeks age thip stustion would not Aeve arisen.” 
By “acted” he presumably meore do what Labowr did, 
In 1977 send down some frigates ane! “hater-killer 
ALO Marl ne to ‘show the flag’, This see of shocked 
colonial price le shared by Reg Face In the face of & 
atert ial waar Pa woe Bitter akout mot being precared 
Peer it: 

“Frit, Wa ue hammer the government for proces 
tination and their failure to deter the Galtier) regarme.”' 
The reasoning behind the Aliun/Race fine of thought 
@ Taiely Pradectebhe and wee most chaaciy wooed oy 
Tribune (16th April al: - 

“Far Labour thé task is now bo go in for the kill, . . 
Labour should grasp the chance to show that we will 
Gefand Eritigh Imterests ina way whieh dows not threat- 
an the pence of tho world, but dom mot cormorome 
with dectaters.” Tha practica! progoeals af this operst- 
lon are bert yague—the intention & not. 

The let viiniy hoped the ‘incomoetence® iegument 
WOUE POV an Beetorel gift in. an atmosphere of chauy- 
iniem. The labour lett were hoping te gain popularity 
at the polls Oy playing on Labour's reputstion os the 
Ompetert colonialist party. The problem tar the left 
is that this line was-only cradible if they, Gke Fost, 
Worl willing tt go the whole wey and support a oolon- 
Lal War, Be Eee tbe lade than never, Gut this would be to 
eae credit for the whole operation to a potentially 
victorious Thetcher. Thus, orca the thet wos waall oe 
the way and fighting loaned, the left booked to other 
Hue To Pin their banner to. 

Guposi tion ta the flect was an ie on whieh) Leb 
CUr's antiwar farce could diatance theanselves from 
Thateber, Tony Benn was the first to raise this oil. 
man Apel dd when even an interruption (assuming 
hess not called to speak) and question in Parliarnart 
would hove shotterad tha image of the chauvirist unar- 
Imbty that the Howes of Commons presented to the 
nade-on ihet day. He waited until Gori! 6th before em k- 
Ing his position krearn= 
“Ady achrick, for whet it is worth, & thet the task force 
should bes withdrawn” 

Hownwer Bonn Wis eH prepared to Prods his Opooe- 
ition toe vote, Thi alloyed gormtion an the te toa sh- 
ft 45 the fleet moved south. Wis carly peasetianm af feat 






Ta 1S OT a ree, fet oy Aacith Hart: 


sining iden tisoaat at the fiat ated Sticesilen for) its hime 
use. After the racaptuce af South Gaggia the darand 
changed again with Bann calling tor the fleet's return 
to... Sowth Georgia! The fieel taiet cane when Gattla 


wn keined. The Gameand for o fleet withorawel has been 


crooped ancl siietiquted by the call far an immediate 
cmeetire—o demand that!) leaves the feet in position. 


On the moet basic antewar demand—withdray ifs 


fiset—the laft have sot bean abba to ache conuistency. 


The result hes Geen thet pressure for varthdraval in the 
hour movement i tackening. The Gamand that ould 
hewes united anie-evar forces if action wos @bancone’d by 
the betts at the decisive moment—when the fighting st- 
arted, To add to the confusion the mverconhued Aag 
Ridca could hot agree with ha mentor Bean on the 
question of the feet: 


Thane it nothing we eh do abot the fleet now. It is 
therefore the wrong iueie cintra on. Tie main thing 
Is to fight the war danger,” |[Sacialist Challange 15th 
April Be | 

Fight the wer darmgge—but lame the war machine steam- 
ing fouth? Surely an abourdity, It leur It is one that 


© al on 


P 


can be sailly explained. This orofemonel polticwnm aed 
periacnnanery carwerint —hars mg oomoaticen of worerng 
aad Leones. tbe feet DEce Io por 





ft LD 
totes be tise Aoil: Micreate WOCRETH, the Britieh ‘ASrODaoe 
werkers, thaengineers, who supply the tieet weth ever 
thing it gat from cand ef beer to San Fiolf missiias. 
Action by such worken would Uring ihe fleet Gack, Gut 
Lo laure such action theme workers woold hove to be 
won to @ Conmiehen) aniewar position, Aged if i pracieetly 
that that Bern. Ace eno the others are incopaole of 
dolag Tad im a tanghs of patriotic. democrote and por 
fist imputeds, The lefts have prewed no maien for Fos, 
Healey and Gallaghen, forwhom all the phresemongering 
is merely a qarngullage and mena for fooling the mass 
of workers inte supporting the sime of our ‘ovan’ wripsee- 
het rellag class While the lefts hold babk froma split 
with [hese agente of the ru lier clase, (hair Gepenarite in 
The Inu mowamarnt hase no such scruples. They will 
wee 2il the meirumant’ of heir buirdsigacy, Of fee liam 
entary privilege and theemedia to persecute and dis 
oipling the ‘bette, 

The lett cen only bes force thet con meiliee 
workere to break the grip of Footand Healey and end 
Lobour's craven suppart for Thetcher’s wer if i breaks 
Wilh the cigpling (sian that here made it recoded so 
inconsistent, $0 hesitant and ultimately, 6: ineifactive, & 
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grins Lmpeora5 prerey am, Hart fhottem cantrel in pay ge Falklands Peace Committee fother rfl Landon fa Moy, 
Borns calit far “Thong feck The feet” areoualy cheaged ad the Task Porc processed and chenyindim grew, 
Now oe simoly cols for a “neise-fire.' kanedng the Fark Force and te srauedercs Brite Frage in pace. 


Reagan and Thatcher make no bones about where their guns are aimed and. their 





oof NATO is aimed at the Soviet Union. 


it is wagnemirede drive to destroy the USSR, not the armaments themselves, that 

‘At the time of Hleagen's visk to Europe, end the mass mobilisations “egeinst 
imperialisn's chief henchmen, we print below an abridged extract on Defence of 
the USSR from « book shortly to be published by WORKERS POWER entitied 
“The Degenerated Revolution - the origins and nature of the Stalinist States”, 





THE SOVIET UNION and the dagenarate 
workers’ states rest on property forms that 
are qualitatively different from, historically 
miperior to, and globally irreconcilable with 
capitaliam. 

Capitaliom's own remorseless inner logic drives 
Moho attempt to subordinate the whole world to 
nes ond ceeda foe surrivel witenately depends 
en thin, But the very exitanes of the degenerate 
worker! cute: means thet hage markets and vast 
eatyreal resource are closed to direct emparialiat 
exploitation. Capitaliem's crisas drive it to attempt 
to recover thes arana of the world and subject 
them again to ds eeploitetean. 

Only wy and Coenen can reaturr 
Thase ststes fo the imperialist orbit. In and of it- 
oa? imperialigt waar im the last quarter of the 
heentieth canrtury t(hrestend the whele 2! humanity 
with unimaginable Garberien, Hf mot with oor 
@ete genihilation, Even if the wert mot The coe 
the desiruction of the cegenerste workers iste 
by hrperiadiaen, the ra-estableshenent.of capitalist 
oroerty relations, would raptetenit an epochal 
defeat for tha working class and oporesed peop- 
len oo? the world... ft would urnmeséurably siren 
than thea class anery on a world scale. For 
thet reeeon the gains Ga? the proletariat of the 
wrwfe world - the destruction of capitalam in the 
Soa! Link ard (he daqneate workert eat - 
must Ge defended. Capttsiem's drive fo bresk up 
the workers state must be reieted despite rhe 


Blithe tyraany of the Girmwerecy of thee etaben, 


Gate it montirout privilege. and deepite its 
Setravel of the historic interests of the proletariat 
of tha workers sinte and of the copltaliet world. 

The politica! qountesravolution of the Stealinaects 
hes rtifled the voice, the initiative and eathusiasm 
of the working class in the degenerste workers’ 
rietes. The burswcrmecin, motivated only by tha 
defence of their arivileges, rapraient a mortal 
Theat to the presérveation of pont-capitele: proger- 
' a This gdoperty relations cam ginny 
= eed esd qualitatively expended on rhe 
eam to wcelt contruction by being extended 
‘Shernathonelly. But the Gureducrscy’s hetoric 
shandomment of the goal of communssm wos 
feehrined in the nathonaliat doctrine of “eociaham 
hn ene couwniry, 

The Stalinést bureoucraciag attempt to strike 
nretegic deals with brpralien, They aeerificad 
the Gerrran, Soenigh and French workers fo ther 
titenes with Geemen and italian imporisiiam 
before (hea Gesord Viorld War, Atier that wer 


thay crificed the European revolution - om Greece 
Haly and France - handing back power to an mn 
feabted bounpeoivie dad ith tracsetlanti¢c backers. 





world, who can Se caight between the harnerer of 
[heir can working Glass and the arrell of their 
imiperiolias paymetiers. Fallowed through to rts 
bogies! and, this would lead to suggesting alterrerivea 
“nen triperlalizt’” goalkcian to Eritieh iiperislist gov- 
eTamanti. A Poor substitute for dismanting 
imperialian, but one that keage Socialis: Orgininer 
tf fever with ite left-reformist friends who sim: 
lerly Raénder otter an imperial without seerts. 

indaad, a9 fashlgradle is the coll tor o “diplo 
matic solution” amornget their leh refornist ole 
lice Benn and Reg Roce, that Soolalet Organiser 
have added their volce to that lobby, Like Benn ard 
FAece they copose the bloodshed with the call for 
negotigtians between Thatcher snd Galtten: “ ond 
better that Thateher and Gattiarnd deal with thair 
disputes by nagetiation than by war” 16/5/82), They 
aivomt 8 nagotiated deal with imparistiim ta the 
Bpecee of Argentinas. who should be trusted to 
tarry out such mepotiotions? iy Thoteher, raking of 
treshty soiled Biood and choetiing weth imperialist 
oes to be trgted with achisving a “democratic” 
meme? Or perhaps Galtier is the man for this sesit: 
we dagtomate task? Socialist Organiser are ner 
precise an this question. 

Tren theaw in calle for megpetiations because 
they Go not want to offend Genn. They hee no 
revolutionary selution to this war. They ore left 
Minicking arnipey Phrases about peace Bnd negotia 
tions Phrases that disguise the fact that diplamacy 
by “our” governmont (Tory ce Labour! i 
mer alitt diphomacy. Negotiations by imperlalam 
cquid only be almed at gaining it achantagesn. 
Cotiradad, thie it the magnitude of your differance 
With Marx: ‘fou are aritting inta tha mire of 
Strid!) pacitiin. 

Socialist Organiser mace their sacl pacifism with 
decldratians of support for the Falkland istanders' 
rights. Theat is whet they claim are poramount in 
the present situation. Repeated! tha clair of the 


In return Seafin attempted to peaulate @ few div 
eon of the world berwseen hired and Anglo; 
femerican impertelien. But for imperialem the 
bogreemants ond undertakings rosched at ‘lta, 
Teheran and Pathdam were tq Be kept only as 
Long os the LISSA and anti-impertlist, anticapitalast 
force, worki-wide, obliged them to. For tha 
imeerigiiets these aoreements ere tactical and vcr 
cwretegic, Howewnr the highart goal of the Stalinist 
buraiucrician ff to render them permanent. Thes 
Ltopemn are reciooery programma has heer 
wriouely chratened “pacetul competition of 
pociel ryeterna, “ooepoeful co-axcistence’’, and 
“chwtente.“* 

riparian Taelf has been forced by upheevel 
and creit in its own world system to restrict itz 
Cirect military onslaughts on the deganagrate weor- 
ers’ ghates to the araller pover - Korea, Vietnam, 
Cube - ard to utilize “cold wer" economic bhock- 
stiet aod isoyocotts aginst Chine and the USS42. 

( murderous wer in Kore ond Vietram do irei- 
cate that = long as imporiaiiam axiste it will no 
Var historically remorecile iteel? te the “loss” of 
Thee Ula as.. 

The axprogrietion of tho bourgeoisie, tha 
cancenrirathon Of the magne of production in the 
fends of the state, the state monopoly of for- 
eon trade anc tha moacheniseng of planificabon, 
rapragent higteric conquedis of the working class. 
They are the property forma objectivoly necessary 
for socialist corstruction, Tha aiadnce of workers’ 
democracy, the monstrous bureaucratic tyranny 
does mot sltar this mor con it ramos fromm come 
murtite The obligation to defend those gaine &nd 
therefore the state that defences those gains, In 
any War with imperialion wea uncarcitieally 
defend the Soviet Union and fhe oegererate 
workers eta ba the imperiagli¢t states we Bra 
for the defest of our “owna"™ exoloiters and for 
the vectory of the workers’ etated, Whilet we give 
no polithes! support ta the bureaucracy, our aup= 
port far thea werkerd steted’ ml delance ia uncon 
Cetera _T Be oe 
i for That support much as tha oie 
thravy af the Stalinist buresucracies, the cessation 
of repression agelrat revalutianery caenunlige or 
the piatsuit of an intermstionaliss policy. Sut our 
guppoet for tha workers’ states ruled by tha Ginil- 
hat Doreecrery lf Fiot inéconaditional suppant far 
thet boreiuerscy. Our suppert for the dofance of 
the workers’ state soley meare that we subordinate 
the overthrow of tho burasucrecy to the dataat of 
imperigiion of lis agente 

This dows nat mean that we ehelve the task of 
fverthrowing the bureaucracy of that we will 
sacrifice the interests of the worker to the rapee- 
lous dofance of the Carer racy & privileged. We 


Fadklanders are oserted os “valid” - fist as they ore 
by Reg Rees, Tony Bann, Michael Foot and Marge- 
rat Thatcher. The differenct between Soolslist Or 
onisar onc Thatcher & thet they think sha ls only 
Laing the Falklanders' clacrs ay a pretext, /7 4 
Soca HEL Organeser thet i¢ thé consistent friand of 
the helpers. 

The Falkianders seo theneches of Gritishk. They 
WHA to atay that way. There le ao meena for then 
Ta elay thet way @scept af part of a British dored 
comp, aa result of a Bettish oocupatian of the 
Malvingk 4¢ Tomy Gard pomtad aut in 6 letter te 
socmlist Organiser that nominally criticised Fag Aaca, 
but Ostet re hy hit at Soecdalist Organiser itself 
(27/82), defence of thea rights meant dalanding 
their “right” to Le part of the Britesh Empire 

This logic eacanad Socialist Organise. They don't 
trust the Briteh navy to defend the Falkiander:: 
“Wo connat rety on Thatcher's (led to eet im the 
Seuth Atlaatic ae deflanders of the Fatklanderr 
rights... ¥¥e regard the rights of the Falklandars a a 
matter for the international working claw, ancl wu 
base our ottitude to the British Navy an on overall 
clini seiaqernant’ (135/5/E2 1. 

Sa it i¢ down to the working class to defend the 
Falklancers agginat Argentina, ane agal nat thet Brit: 
ish fleet that they look fo 4s their protector! The 
practical implieatinns ot thls are not spelt aut. They 
Gnret ba, There it no way thet the interne ional 
Working class can take practical action to defend 
the “neh of the Falklancers, Ewer if it aula, 
for it to oo so would be to defers’ a settler oom- 
Murky who wish ta rarer Grit 

Weask you, Socialist Organiser, to 1,908) Britaris 
#000 eile Froers their fren Santry, Goaupyi hg a 
Latin Armerican Bland stolen Ey Britain in 1833 Fave 
the right to remain Britic¢h amd deteemine the future 
of the Malvinas? To orewer “Yes is to defend the 
integrity of the British Empire and co completely 
betray social. 





Agitote for Tha Gefence of the workeri’ oon- 
ditiona, tor groletrian Gernocricy in the. conduct 
of the wer end for towets of workors ond soédiers, 
aa tha means of metilising tha enthusiasm of the 
Tan God defeating fe imperialist enemy. Whenr- 
aver the bursavorecy’s defence of lt privileges or 
itt attempis to murrender to brperaliom threaten 
the workers’ state with collages, then an armed 
inaurnection it nectmary and justified. ino 
degenerate Wworken” ete the decaion to organise 
far insurrection is conetijona on the dofenee of 
the profeteriont's gaia agalnat iriporialig; atweck, 

As supporters of the internationalist tradition 
and programma of Lewin and Troteky we sub- 
ordinate the defence of the workers’ states them- 
dalves to the interanta of tha World proletarian 
TeOuTION juat et @ tactic is subordinate to a 
ctrategy. For exompla, If siccassful polltical or 
wicial revolution provoked = counte-revolutionary 
intervention by @ degenarate workers’ state and 
the suoceetyl defence of 6 workers’ political or 
social revolution threatened a bursawcratioally 
dagenarata workers stata with destruction at the 
hands of imperialist powers then we woule olaryo 
ay that @ living peddotion mut mot Ge sii 
pected to the defence of podt-ompitelist property 
farms ff that meare subordineting it to the counter- 
revolutionary Stalinist Guiresucraecy. 

Troteky cide thid claar at the onget of the 
Seon World War: “ If the USSA le invalved in 
the wer on the side of Germany, the German rev- 
alution could certainly eenges the bnmedite 
interest: of the defence af the USSR. Would 
we advises the Geemen workers mot to sot? Tho 
Cominian would surely give them auch adviog, bul 
mot vee. Wife will sey "Swe must subordinete the 
interests of the dafunoe of tha Soviet Linon to 
the intersata of tha world rerodution.”' 

lL. Trogeky! In Oefence of Marxim,p.401. 

In capitalist countries alliad with the USSR or 
other dogenerate worker’ states - Germany 193% 
i, Britain 1941-48 - we remain poate B ecpmnees t 
wr he the | 

In the context of eanating odes” af nuclear 
anndcment by the imperialist powers since the 
Second Worid Yar, wa recognise that the workers’ 
diated Ganinot guarantee thelr ows cefeanca without 
the sbiltty ta match the imoeriaiists weepon far 
Weapon, technology for technology. For that 
Mann Wwe repogriia thet aa long as irmperiadisem has 
nuclear weapons, the workers’ stated cannot rapud- 
ie their manutscture or deployment without sé 
ously weakening tha defence of post-capliniist 
property. \Whike we oppose tho imperialisti® Aue 
ler Orel juet a We Oppone gery measure that 
nrengthent the armed might of our class eneeny + 
“To 2 Paniny, Rota man far oi eye terry’ 








SOCIALIST ORGANISER... <2» mow race 


When the force of Socialiet Organiser evntusally 
ba’ fit to muster on an anttwer demoratration in 
London: the third one to be held during the erésls = 
they marched Under thé slogand “The enanriy if at 
home” and “Goan with Thatcher, Gen with 
Goltier|". The skegan “The enemy ia et hora” + also 
touted by the Spartechti lwho era well eeeored in 
Gefanding the rights of imperiolist settlars in the 
Middie East, in Northern indane and now in the 
South Atlantic) - ie vacuaur in the prevent wer, 


In é wor between imperialism and a dependant 
sem roolony it ducks the key queetion of suppeHt 
far Tia Hruggla aa inet “cur anemy. Thies is meade 
Ge Slicst in the atMenpt to eae Britain and Arjen 
tira in. the siogan “Down with Thateher Gown 
with Goltior”, The taaks of Brithh and Argentine 
WOKE are not the same in this war, The Argen- 
tind WHMrKArk MUG OFA te Oxted the struggle to 
detest imperialim by taking the plants and stocks 
at imperiadian inte theit ave hands. That could be 
dona glonpide 4 mctsliattin to defast irmpansdian 
in the fdlalvings and in the process destroy tho pro 
mpariahion punta that has Played with) artl-ingeerialiat 
firs. The means Argentine workers have a direct 
anierest in securing enperialian’s dafaat, Galtiowi's 
eer tlre: rudet ies fought for as a part of the 
Etruggie to secure that defeat 


Bnitekh Workers do have a common intereit with 
their Aucenitine brothers ond sisters. But that is an 
interest in securing the defeat of British imperialism, 
ol the system that exploits the worker of Britaln 
and Argentina, That magne fighting in Britain to 
step Thatcher's war, and to Glack supplies as part 
ofa campaign to ad the etrigge of tha paola of 
Augentina and ail of Latin America against 
arriparia’ ign. 


The Socialist Orpaneser hes kept a tight grip on 
the coatlaik of Basin and Aaa. While inseting thet 





Troan y 


we defend the right of tha workers’ states to 
maintdin tucker Weapons in dalarnce aggiriet 
imporioiiem'’s drive to restore capetalism on 5 
world geale, We oppose all pacifist and peutralist 
campaigns against thom that weaken thé self- 
defence of the workers" states 

For Trotskyists the highest good is always the 
independant mobilisation of the working cla tor 
lts historho rewolutiaary goals. Within this cone 
text we defend tha post-caprtalist aconmemins 
aqinet etmek by bmperslian or itt agente. Trot- 
aky sLareTed ip the Pietra clearly: Pt ru gt 





the USSR (mate property reed fei ear rooted i aon 
and against whom Weare fe Gucling @ Puthless 
treggla (the porssitic burssuorecy and its Comin- 
tern. We mugt not lose alget for « aimgia morreent 
of the fect that the quegtian of cwerthrowing the 
soviet burssucracy is for us subordinate to the 
qunniOn of presmeving wate property in the means 
of production im the USSR; that the question of 
preerving state property in tha means of preducthon 
in the USSSA is subordinate fer us to the que 
than of the world proletarian revolution.” 

[In Detence of Marxism, p.211. 





they ara rest pacifiete in the abstract, they have 
proved pure social pocitists in this concrete tagt. By 
late May, they were atl describing Bann'é stance ae 
one of intrédeiig boldness: “Tony Benn, thowgh 
silat ln Perlianieert on Apell Gre, cam aut fer with 
drawal of the fleet much earlier than Tribune Ai 
first ho wos heit-heerted - “my sceice, for what it 
fe wT, is thet tee feet ahold be wifhdreien™ - 
then bolder and bolder”. (ASSP. It is a mark of 
the Gegeneroten of the forces that support 

Sotislist Organiser that their retreat from ravalution 
ary Marchm, their own timidity lin the face of left 
reformiemn, can be measured by the incroased 
ayimmetry between thelr ongument ard tha of 
Face arel Benn, Even tha left reformist, pro- 

Ken Livingstone “Labour Hera” con soo Thatcher's 
Wwe For what it is -an Irparialign mr, 


Mot <0 Socialist Organiser. Labour Herald's 
reformist credentials are mat on dewbt, Sevcel iet 
Oreonier, however, is living 2 contradiction, Its 
raison etre le dee “rrarkiet pole’ in the Labour 
Party. lite hope far surveval and growth is to mevire 
tain 6 Rorreggraisee past with batt raflormian. Tha 
price of the pact constantly undenmines the 
“oiarsiam af tha pola, Failure to recognise this, 
fallure ta stand firm on 8 question as vital as. the 
war, Will take @ further toll on Socinle, Chgeriimer’s 
daminahing nesene of mark en, 

Onea again, therefore, we make a call to tha 
rank ered tile AAllitamts within the Socialmet 
Organize Aldierece: 


Change your positional 

Challenge your bankoupt loaders! 

Stoo pleving the role of servila folbowtriveliers 
of the left ralarmitetal 

Join With the rorolutionary internsiionaslet: te 
fight tha werl @ 
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WHEN THE ARMIES of Saddam Hussein 
rwept into Iren in September 1980, 
WORKERS POWER argued that revolution 
aried in iran and throughout the world had 
a duty to give support to the military def- 
ence of Iran against Iraq. 

We took this position despite the axistenca of 
the meurdercus clerical despotem of Khomaini aad 
the Islamic Republican Party, aed strassing Les we 
huwe done abnce before tts formetion|, that no pol 
iticn| support whetiomer could be given to it. 
What we did support was the dofanee of the lran 
an Sethimperilaist rewoluteon egairet ith deterred 
foes - just ao wee doferd & agaenst its internal fod, 
orincipeally Khomeini and his terror regimes 

We recognised thet Saddam and the lag 
Ra‘athiqe war airs were compietely resctiondry - 
the externally imposed division of Lran and the 
seizure Of ite southern allflelds: the imposition of 
op military Gactetorthap or the peatearation of the 
Pefands: tho mtablishment of 2 new “pohcemen 
of the Gulf" fer US enmerialinm, and the onvciall- 
mation therefore of én anti-Goviet, anti-natepnal 
revolutionary allianer in the region. 


Vihilt Koning: mage wea, én le, engaged 
In gs murdergua civil war againat the Kurds ond 
eqeinet the Lott, breg’s stteck foroed the rullers 
to defend the mangled enc distorted gins of the 
enti-Shah eeroalution, rational indeperaderce and 
the some! gain of the worker, peasants and urban 

Thit dotenc: was carried out in a thercughly 
cuuver-rewiutionary fashion Aeeotutenary com 
munis would haw fought for completely different 
police! end militery ceethocs and goals. Thay 
would heave fought fear the removal dnd overthrewy 
of the creullehe, for a puobliisation of the masse 
net only to defend existing guing against restor- 
ation, but to advance thé class intermsts of the 
emploited and oppressed, in short for working class 
imei ane)! Saal. 

Hewever, whilst such poallcias had not yet 

chumphed amongst the mates, support for national 

defence in feel! meine both rmeceesery pnd pro 
gemlve. Such defence wes mot and is not defence 
of Khoengin| but of the worker, passant and 
nord peqolen against pro-imperialim! raatar- 
ethom. it in thus the dafance of the only forces 
who ce and must bring Khomeini and the 
“pieenic” mwrdenen to the ber of jurtica, 


The (neo Geetha, Geapene thar ‘secuilas’, 


“pect” Arb retical? rhetoric and ther carn 
ge oo antieergrla Aout Upheve!1. 
se oP ea eit ee Gece 
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asa, checing the Geetogment of antiamperialat 
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Pottemaiutionerg fren, even though its erie 
ton has been reduced by the repression of the 
hiemic republic, naan proof of the possiblity 
of the overthrew of Uhe.atranges? dictatorships, md 
af the fact that US impearialigen itself con be 
defied. Ag such, Iran renwina what the US ofl 
“es force for instability’. That @ why the US ine 
Poerialssts ore doing all they can to forge an 
alliances of the Gulf states arth o militarily siren 
[ra 

Such an aillanes could deter the apraad of nee 
clutionary upheeval and could, potentilly, restore 
[ran te "ha peeelmperialist foid. The Gulf Coooer- 
ation Gouncil (Saudi Arata, Kiveealt, Bahrain, 
Ootar, Geman ond the United Aree Emiretea! Poe 
been given LES support in ihe shape of (he AWA 
recoorasn plan and military personmel. Im 
rum the forces within the coune! giv ercernial 
firuncial basking to Saddam's wer effort. Kueait 
ga 6 billion detlert, while Saudi Grable supplied 
the bulk of the 40 billion dollar: total ad package 
given to frag by the Council. 

For tte pact, America her definetely wormed {6 
the once vocelly ani-US, proSoviet Baghdad rep 
ime, 4 deal to send up to 12 Hercules transfect 
plore: hea bean cede posible by/Aeagen lifting an 
@uport ban on “ militarily significant items” from 
the US to brag, The saiftt US condomnetion of the 
areal! maid on brao’s nuclear power plent wit & 
further indication of Aiaagan's growling warmth for 
log. leaded sroel’s attack on iraq and i supply 
ing of epares to Jeum was part of the ZioniA 
ites atttempt to block the turn of US policy 
towards irag end the Gulf mornsrehess + a turn 
thoy feoe will be at dszpel’s expense. 


& defeat for iron would mot only restore stab- 
ility, It weuld make the pesectionary alliance of 
Jordan, Iraq are Che Gul! anatase & viable Propet: 
ion, The lranen vecbory hes souppered these plan, 
and imperialist commentatan heave not tried to 
hide their dismay, The US magazine “Nowgenek” 
in én artick called “The Theat from Iran”, cone 
rened: “Ll tran's army fights its way into Iraq 
and tepple Prasidant Saddam Hussein, a pre 
Khoarmdont wedge could] push wee¢twards arose the 
Micddie East from Iran, through Iraq to Syre, 
which o already sempathets: ta Khonesini's couse 
With the northern teer of the Areb world volner- 
ele acd a mond danger tone potsible slong ihe 
Merwe Gulf, the pabarny ef the aire of regen 
i? #7 Lewneell penne 


| world siiparasitaghaactes: 
fired factliaiaaian to aichidve & deal that ewill ava 
bee ae 
ire") wets, thesis, rocks ithe theerting of 
the latest imperisiad pla to “Keates the Guill, 
and that & to be welcome Howewer, mcew Thet 
Khorramahahr haa follen, are! once the clearing 












out of leeql troops from the last chunks of the 


Spa eet 


: pincers iets seo ee 
penned, Riersenastinr 
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700 square miles of Iran they occupied has been 
comoleted, the time vill hire come for ravelution- 
ere fo ene the rollitary bloc with Khomeini's 
forces. The immediate threat hae gore, Furthar 
militery ection by bran would be cesigned to serve 
the Khomeini regene's sel Paggrandismant, 4 cone 
tinwation of tha war lnvodving any lasting incur- 
sion into breqi territory should be condemned. 


The defence af tha gving of the franian revolu- 
then of 1975/60 in no wey emtails support for an 
tranian “Holy Wer te topple Saddam. These geins 
themselves sre under comstant Stbeck tf !ran, hare 
jan forces Would axaport only the counter- 
revolutionary clericadist tappings of the artl-<Sheh 
mevelution, mot it potential far worker power 
fee] PET ime netiana! liberatian which Thay @fe Try 
ing to expunge in fran Certainly & revolutionary 
orisis - faaréd By the US and tha Gulf monarchies - 
& likely efter the collapee of Saddam's Bleedy 
adventure, but th will mot be hastened bry an 
[renien offanake inte ing. Quite the contrary, it 
will tend to solidify Aree setionallet and ants 
clericalist santement around the Bae‘athiets. Tha 
reg! workars and peasants, the lregi Fords, muet 
cettle aocounta with Saddam. Tho ony assistance 
they cen benefit from vi thet ef 8 class eorree lous 
irene proloteriat struggling for, or hiding, Bown, 

The. “natiaaal unity that exited during the 
war is skin deep, Thega an the latt like “Socedist 
Organiser’ and “Socialist Worker” wher inbited 
that victory would docisively strengthen the Iranian 
regime, testify ta their ignoranca of the |ranian 
fivoution. The regime may enjoy 4 temporary 
resurgence of popularity, but without the ascuse 
of fighting Imag, they will find it incragsingly itt: 
cult ta suetgin this Iran & going through soon- 
omic difficulties that are moelrg tenards progar- 
(lore similar to the criss that preceded the Shah's 
fall. 


Goverament spending for 1982-83 is budgried 
at 3,100 billion rials 136.7 billian dollar), inal: 
ving # pretted deficit of S65 billion rab. Heng 
slashed their oil prices, the goterneant ia likely to 
be wery hard presed to rneat this doticht. Huge 
debts are likely to become the onder af the day, 
All feed, axcept fruit and fresh vegetebler, im rat- 
cone! amd food prices on both the official and 
black markets fave trethed gine T9R0, Unempioy- 
mat is rife ed inchestry, roveged by the wer, it 
wirking ot 2m emoetousty reiucec caoecity. 

bn the tece of this erick, the “mational unity’ 
at the heghest lreets op Alas ani to creck, The rub 

le eeelitting inte 





chearly datined and countermased factlana. Khe 
man's death will defy this conflict. The wer 
iory eget ineq. therefore, Fem not funcdeeentaliy 
mantation of thet class foretelis the likelihood of 
ew pvedutiqonary situations. 

The ruling party has split into a “state capit- 
aliet”, nationalist faction keowm as “the Irarmi's 
line’. Led by “radicals” like the Ayatalish Mon 
tater! the aeoup ts oresing for matlomedisaticn, 
centraélissicgn and tee vee of lranian oil te Build 
of economy “independent” of imperialism. Mondta- 
Seri durened Thié fae up in @ peeert lecerviaw: 
"Gur oll rosourest belong to all the Muslims of 
tha world, t's their property. We have countires 
like india. ane Palestine and Pakistan to haig, but 
the supermowers will net allow us to ply 6 corr 
atructive rola’ ('fiiddila Enst’’ June 198721. 


Sooinst “the [rams lina" W ranged the power- 
ful Hejatiah fection who, fully in acoord with 
islam, favour the deweloarmant and axtanslan of 
private Ganitteiigm in trom. Little wonder thet one 
of the leaders of this graup, the Labour Minister 
Ahmad Tavekoll, has been in the front ling of the 


assault on the revodutiea's accial amins - the shoet- 
ening of the working week, the profit-aharing lows 
amd the (feebi| elements of workers control that 
were inttttited, Saninet even the islam couneli 


Tobranr danidnecraciaw 


that axclit, thea Hojetiah daclarad: “the councils 
contradict private cenmership wich is reqmectad in 
islam, Adanogemont must bo in the Aare of tha 
manager: Capetal ie fallawed Gy management, bul 
the inferferance of councils in manapement means 
Ticlation af the rights of the owners; therefora 
coureciis are moarrreligious . Even the Islamic 
shadas of the workers’ shoras ar tag mueh for 
tht unabashed captialists of the Hogotieh. 

Thara it, inevitably, @ palitical tag-<afasaer Tek 
ing Places, The diiccwar' af the planned coup by 
Kheamelni's: former farmign minster, and the impli: 
ction of Ayatollah Sheret Meacerl in it, hat been 
used by the “radicals” of the Imam's line as a 
atick ta baat the “liberals” with, On the other 
hand, the Ramiteh's have been place! under min- 
istenal control, while the power: of the Pasdarnn 
(Aavedutionary Guards! hawe bean liemicaed and 
thasa of the regular anny increased. Then meas 
Unig Alt dlracthy at the Gases of che leans line 
Fection’é anmed power, 

This devwetoping conflict - intens:fied in the 
afternath of “sletary" = threatening to explode 
in another méernecins conflict. The warking clas 
has fio sides bn this conflict. ft can and enust use 
the dispute within the ruling cles to prepare a 
proletarian revolution in iran. The mcophants of 
tha Tudeh (CF) and the Fedayean Majority ore 
dretting us the irram’s line tection - Gutchen of 
the Kurdish people - as onti-enpergiisia, Thi 4 
dongerous normense thet will tie the working clase 
ton wing @f ihe clea anemy, The united front 
nétied in tran ow i mato with one wing af the 
bourssoi but benween the leh and workers 
Orginietiona agginet the attacks of the Bourgenwgia. 

Germoerstic rights, mvaged by the regime, must 
be restored. Independent worker’ organwations - 
cracialhy few, genuine ahora: and trade unions - 
must be Guilt in eeery plant. Workers' militia 
must defend auch orannimtionsa against the clube 
Wieiding semi-aciee amongst the Poscaran and 
Hezbollah. Women must be freed from the dagred 
lng BStiSe On Piowearmert And cress thet islam 
Fedte: Worn ther. The penis mist tke up the 
Fight to realise their cemars of the revalutian - 
thverted by the IRF regime - “tand to the tiller”, 

Strela afore These lies rng be directed 
ta one goal - tha goal of workers’ revolution. The 
lusson of a possible “democratic” phos, courtesy 
of the Iranian bourgeoisie, sahauld Be case agicla by 
lranien cormriarista, Together with Fellow 
EnmMun&ts in iraq. they must march inta the 
impending Gattles against thelr rulers under the 
Bogard: 

Down with the ldlamin Aegublict 


Workers and passants must rule im trom and brag! 
imperial heed off brani 
Saddam must fall to the Iraqi workers and paossants! 


For Rovowtionary Communit (Tretakyiet] Parties 
In tran ard ling. 









more sophisticated patriotic padata of 
the Labour MP or Liberal journalist, it 


THATCHER'S VICTORY... 


WHroOver om Gbjective oy Gatanty 
remote from the livae aed Interests of 


against the abstract “danger of nuclear 
holocsust'’ let October ware aneated 


CONTINUED FROM PAGE 1 


“Thatcher's victory will nat Te Ree 
lest ore urilees, In the coming moanthe 


OA Wnhadi fied banner of interngtion- 
alia + of Unbending defeatism for 


ic Pee Chen leas affactive of virulent 
Poor al Uheat. 

To the unemoloyed working clais 
youth, after months or years on the 
dole and with ¢ Labour movement thar 
has dee nothing for Aim or her, the 
ertaiz excitement, the proipect of 
“lining up", the wsjan of jobs in ship 
verdes, stedlmells and factorias huraiming 
with war-orders, makes them very wul- 
nersivle ta proeirnewirial jee iiology. it 
is no @ocident thet a recent apinion 
ood shows that amanast skilled workers 
areal youth, the Tone: have leapt sheed 
in pogeelarity. 

That @ governement that fen inflictee 
eyuAgje attasks om the working class can 
havs, with com@ralng oom, tind the 
working class mowerrent to 4 Eoody 


working people is a medeure af That- 
cheers sues. Ht undendies the sheer 
impotence of the Latour Party thet 
has absolutely failed to motulian the 
working cles sganet the moi detested 
Prime fdimister since Baldwin. 

Electoral arnetheneth: it ret eu fficiant 
to calculate the changing balances af 
the clded struggle, Gut the pathetic third 
place for Labour at filtchor and Mor 
den & & meaturt Of Lahaiir’s irrelevance 
apt bankruptoy in the fight agsinst wer 
and the light against the meost wielour 
antizvorking clas government for forty 
Wears. 

The peace meverent, lin ganoral, 
and £0 In particular, have likewise 
bee creelly axpoaed by events. The 
quarter of 4 million who daronsiratecd 


dawn in the heat of media chauylnlsm 
to between 1600 and O09 In the dem- 
onstrations agalmst this partsular war. 
CAO headers ond thelr Latour, CP and 
“Trvtekyiet™ allies hea fought hard to 
keep the nuchear mswe and the anti- 
Reagan darngrstrotions stricthy separ- 
ate fram the Falklands war, 


The reason & simple. Many, if nol 
roast of the middle clan wupporter of 
CMO are patriotic litth Englanders 
They are willing to protest agairat 
War in tha shetract, but any anc erry 
actual wer invohsa “dur bow", ‘Brit 
aln's interests" and a whole list of 
*“Cemacratic’ préetexte. Thala “argu 
ments” ht their pactfism with The 
farce at am Exceet mrissiin, 


art earl, Thea workine Chas move 
ment finds a new revolutionary, inte- 
nationalist kiderhip thet can lead the 
working claga wnoder ite own Geer - 
net Thateher’s Union Jack - but the 
rad banner af the world’s worker and 


eporessed. 


This now lgadershe can only be 
foraad frem those who dare tear ackie 


tha pitiful earmoutiags of “democracy 
warmut dictatorhip’', of defending the 
“democmiic rights of tha Falklar 
lgkonediers ond of so-called salf- 
datarrminatign for a pooulation the eis 
af a large village inhabiting a pair of 
South Aumerican jelandé. Al thesa for- 
oo must be rallied to the urepatted 


MORE ERS PCIE 


Briti¢h irmperialism,and fesse: defences 
of the oppressed and dxprloited of all 
HIPC lias. 

Let those who cannot sea behind 
the camoufiage sink beck Wnnenred and 
dissredited areeige) the motley ranks 
af Chnetain sociadists, pacifisia and 
“hlarkets” whey would make Mark turn 
in he grave. They cun take Benn as 
their ideologue and figurehead, Workers 
Power commits itself to raliving the 
eet force of the working class ures 
the banner of revpaitioneary coerenuer 
lim - §he interratenalist banner of 
Lenin and Trotskiy. 8 
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Norman Fowler's arrogant 


if 


al 


Hie stewtey of divide ond rule ho 
ee mt with the bopedfor siecceacs. 

in particular tha sttompt fo set the 
more ageiant the rest of the work- 
force hes backfired. Nurser im WUPE 
ma” COME have been willing To erike 
for the fall olaim of 17%. Even the oe 
eothing sash outfit, tha ACN, hes re 
jected Powler's 6.4% bribe to rare. 
Hin calculated insult te the reat of tha 
an ~ am offer of 4% anc be 
‘or ea WOFKDTE - ha united workers 
im the ep itels. 

The ragtons for thie Unity Gre mge 
hard ta find. They lie in the semilarity 
of wage packets between nurses, por- 
tam and ancilisries - all sbominenly 
low, Last yoor 69% of the female 
ful+time workferca bn the WHS were 
on lems: thon ETS oer week prod eer 
nim. Given that women comprise the 
majority of the workforS, thit places 
che NHS as ore of the lowest paid 
mectom in Britain. The who leok 
efter the gitk ora worth @% to 6.4% In 
the Tories scheme of things. 

However the sliraady wealthy clpean- 
ser oof justice - man wheode judgernents 
rae fords ond frorken trada unionists- 
ere eeorth an TELS rope, The recently 
wwiee chief of Thatcher's Policy Unit 
expesined this with imoecosite bose’ 
ie “Peylag more « of aver “too much’ 

fo fedges and senior cil servants is 
ant going to prejudices tha country's 
tetera, oF in eXcemive pry incregees for 
feeage numbers of government amploy- 
om that produce all the familiar prob 


3 


i 


To a 
There it ony one wey to defeet this 
ethtece - bring the government to its 
ones by olbout incefinite etrike pefian and 
by eupoertive strike ectlon from worsen 
outside the health service. The one 
Gey trikes Fev (littead the vai!) on 
he determingtion to fight thet e&xiets 
amorgst tha haolth workers, But 
if worken do not go beyond euch 
rele actlans, then the determination, 
miiliiancy and ability to wir the full 


AIL WO 
AIN 


A MAJOA SHOWDOWN between 
the British Alall Board, egged on 
by Thatcher, and af rail workers, 
i oon the cards 


Even Bafare MeArthy's amnquiry 
into “flexible rostering’ was publi: 
hed, Parker wae planning te intro 
Guce it regardless. The BARE has 
ted the year's wage repotiationas 
loffering a paltry BS to be paid in 
Geptamber; to aoeeptenee of “tex: 
ile reetering ' Ac if this wernt 
enough tha BAB have announced 
that they Plan ta cut 5,000 jabs 
fram their twelve workshops incbudiing 
thea clasura of Shildon ond Horwich 
ae the Part clowre ol Swindan 
works. 


in the faeces of this attack ASLEF 
et thele anewel conlerance rejected 
the Pdcerthy report and voted to 
fight its roscemmendatians. The rili- 
tency af the train drivers ower the 
last year pointed to such an out- 
comma. Thea recent authursts of 
rmiletcant chetric fram Sid Wleinhs’!/ 












charm will be squandered. The Tories 
will mide out limited actions, Yiormers 
will boa pay, while winning nothing 
The. coportunity ta develog ard exter 
the strikes will be waeeted. = [mdividual 
ction Will ita Taking Getlan arc the 


militants will become toleted end demo 


it 

it would appear that the too offi. 
Gat of the '3 union in the TUC 
Heath Service Committee are proparing 
the way for qech a disaetrous devel- 
opment. After the sucemss of the Mey 
Wh orike whan BSS of the hospitals 
sinugk, the Commitier cid act | pap 
favt workert in Edinburgh and Aoth 
srhan whoawent.on all-out strike and 
Instend caliod for further one day stop- 
page on dune 41h and &th. 

Enraged by this decision militants 
from Shetfived Leeds ond Newemstia 
moult @ lobby of tha NUPE rerio 
conference at Scarborough to force the 
cell for all-qut Indefinite strike 
ection. 

Sorborcugh was an education far 
every hoeplel worker, Tho executhm, 
fs obeoys, Oleyed 8 very clover gare, 
Monathaiess, thay were puihed to the 
limite by the milllteng lobby. Despite 
Using ddl the bureaucratic moved in the 
HUPE rulebook, the oressure - from 
the bobby and the foct thet soem areas 
Wore slreemy Gul = Wi great araugh 
fors# a ré&olutian aédling for alkourt 
Indetinite action, with emergency cover, 
fron June 41h onta the floor of the 
conference. 

Though this wae pemped, Alen Flerer 
wee gubok fo a and wid 8 get-out 
Clause. Tho reectution called on all 
hath uniend ta trie. bnvdking unliy 
@ a maar of avoiding NUPE giving 
6 lead to the other unhans Fisher 
declared: “lf wo oro to aeealeta the 
ection, which m many aréas hes olready 
been effective, we have got ta toke the 
other undons with we” 

By the end of the debate, delagetes 
a lomet felt thay fed wen the coenrritt- 
ment to all-out ection + Fisher oorwirr 
ced them Ey eiating categorically that 
‘thare will be ne ducking owt.” 

lmmadionaly after this Fisher told 
the press “The unity of the TUE 
Hog Wt PErennwAt end the plan 
would be mvewed if other unions 
dat mapper it” 

The @xecutive dod union oatficials 
have, throughout the campaign, payed 
on the fears of the momberihip thet 
dvliacé bene unicrs are @ recipe 





of the MILER were soerveeaPet bees 
expectec.  Feeighell has already acces 
te fleeible roetering for hia own 
menses, without in any wey corr 
culting. them, and he took manage 
Mant) side Gring the seven week 
ASLEF dispute. Mow Woighell has 
threétened industria! actian from th 
dune if the plans to close the 
Workshatd dre vgl scrapped anu a 
“reenable pay offer’ is mot made 
How to we explain the sudden 
anout face? Weighell recognises thea 
significance of the werkshop. closures 
for future. investment in the rabheys, 
With the rapid mundoawn of rolling 
gtock the decision 
to close ihe workshoos can only 
man that BRE intends To hack 
the railway dawn ta its Gare bones. 
Weighsll’s ¢iancs @ ab 4 resporeé 
to. mounting apgasition to hes 
apen collaboratiin with Ferkar, Rank 
and file members of the AUPE fewer 
been disgusted at his acceptanee ot 
“Talxible rostering'’. 4 delegate 
eonberenc: ft fui oouerds rmeceantiv 


KERS MUST UNIT 
ER’S PLAN 


for deheet. They hawe pushed unity in 
dnd of (teal ae the key to winning, 
but unity erauind the lowest common 
Geren leat er. 

5a at the TUC Geners! Council NUPE 
refused to roise the call for its confer- 
ence decishon to be discusseac, let olan 
Implemented, The AUPE bureauerat 
dhowed that they agreed with the dis- 
frecetul santiments expressed by Charila 
Gonna: of the GHW, Ae danournoed 
the MUPAE conference, ie, Lie rick ered 
file, for “dragging th movernent late 
the gutter.” Geétermined action & some 
thing to be ashamed of in tha warld of 
these caleried sell-out merchenis. 

Firor and co rune bean quick to 
Sol = Inet opaven fo Bll-cl action, 
All tuletimern fave bean seri betters 
telling then ta da nothing outslda 
the TUE comenittes's guiddlings, Une 
official in Ghattaic wha, reluctantly, 
woiced his mambert tupeort for all- 
gut action, hoa boen throatemed with 
being meoved frorn The area, Ia Roth 
area the all-cut strike hes been knited 
by the withdrawal of @rike pay, The 
workers at Edinburgh are under the 
intends pretend of belng owt Gn a limb, 

Fisher's claim that “We are looking 
far victory’ can. hardly be teken 
rericaissly, 





woted to light: at the full AWUA 
conferance to réeceid tha aanlon's 
aceeptongce of the scheme. Vienghall 
hopes to dutmarssuvre The groeing 
militoney by “taking a stand” on 
the workshop cue ane] anauring 
that, if there & to be a fh, its 
will take glace ander his eontral. 


i the AAA strikes Trorn tuna fth 
- grid daapite the Exeuine'’s dacitem 
there is mo quarantee that it will - 
militonts mawst not put any trust in 
VWeighed| and thea offer Jesdere. For 
one thing he & siresdy backtracking 
on an “alkout strike. sugeesting 
a arnpdign af saleactiva strikes Ey 
different. sections at differaol teres, 
Auguinet this militants must campaign 
Tor of éll-aug ¢trike - of all thea rail 
Whines = until the threst la chose the 
weorkehops i withdrew, the ‘flexible 
rostering’ scheme is sorapped, and the 
union's wage claim, as determined 
by eink are file rail wearkers, it 
met in full, 

The potertiel for unity Gebwveon 
the three unmiores oom evict. The 


te called. 





«(Despite these dingraceful antics by 
the jaiceré the campaign for all-out 
Indefinite strike aotlon for the full 
claim must be built in avery hospital 
ed 2njulance station. The nurses of 
the ACN must oe broken from, that 
Orgenintion and recruited by the trades 
unions. Feel unity im action. must 
replace spurious unity of pentkment. 
When the Tories and bureaucrats ues 
We argument that “patients will saf- 
fer, Ld angqualgeal acme erie be, 
ff they do it is tha Torles’ fault for ret 
poyving Wie Ilving Wage. Thier cute 
are laading to deaths all the tima, 
Under-peld and overnsrarked health wor 
here struggh day in and day out ta 


minima the afuct of these cuts, They | 


Gamaad, desawa and are determined 
to Wik & dacant Wie, 

Alan Fleher argues that the marege 
ment should Ge the Gees who deqida 
what emergency oover 
thould be provided if an eilqut gtrlica 
He i undermining the 
potential etfectheness of strike action 
in advance in Liverpool during the 
oreent round of strikes the menage 
ment Wed bogus emergricigé to fore 
strikers to work. Fisher's position gives 
the Maragerniant tha rlghrt to aoanie 
seabbimg. 


TS54 conforence pecenty voted urarr 
mcd y io supEHt actlan an. the 
workshops move. whila ASLEEP wall 
act against rostering. That unity 
fat be forcad upon the Inaderships 
of the tires wnalone But it must 
ee forged in. sinigglé at a rank and 
Fila level. Thrauwgh unity in actor 
the bash oan be lald for bridging 
the dmwisons that have glaqued rail- 
workers for so long. Local joint 
action cormimitiess need to be built 
powncing all raihworkers wrth cee 
mts fram the differant depots. 


That the union Bureaucrats willl 
mek compromise and attempt te sall 
Ut Chlr Peres 15 Sure 2 rilghit 
follows cay. ‘We hee to prepare 
for thie by putting the contre! of the 
civic, the decitton ae fo what ite 
cerned shall bo and when to return 
fo werk into the bendy of (Fe rank 
and file through reqular mass meetings 
uma, im Gateween Wied, CAircugh dance 
cratically elected local action coerenit 
tie, banded tegethar Into o national 


ee eee ee | 











Viner we aay ollequr etrike that 
whet we mean - glisoutstrike,| Then 
and only then will the fooibility of 
oraviding emergency caver, which 
should not bo automatic in a strike, 
be ditcumied and decidad on By strikers 
fhamsoives, ([t will be decided upon 
an the Gals of ibe health workers’ 
seeeeeenits, not the bosses . Such all- 
aut strike octlon, controlled at avery 
ini by ronk ond fle, democratic strike 
the action from other worker, The 
BIpporiend ebrikee on May 19th by the 
South Yorkshire miners, Gy the New 
costhe waternworkers on June 4th and 
promised by the Boo (River Geer) 
Steohworkers and Minare throughout the 


Jjone Stumeck Madan: 


country for the Eth, must be built upon. 


Scargill) must be called upon te tum 
Als words into asthe end ie his 
Power 66 leader of the NUM to Oring 
that union out alongside healthworkors, 
A it ation of the Roalthiworkera and 
the miner could not merehy win the 
12%, it would rouse the whole veerkbng 
claut into a eaaive offonsive ageinet a 
Tory goverment that has spent too 
lang gloating at the low pay and pote 
lesemees. thet it hee inflicted om the 
working cla 
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